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6 Y Defgn| in pee RV the Hiſtory 10 the 
s Puritans, was nat to defend chat Do- 
 Etrine or Diſcipline, but to ſet their 
Principles in a fair Light, with their 
a own Arguments in defence of them: 
AUK This IJ have done in the beſt Manner 
could, wichout reflecting on the preſeht Times, or 
iving juſt Occaſion of Offence to moderate Men of 

y Perſuaſion. The Remarks which ate interſperſed 
rough the Hiſtory, are the only Paragraphs. thac 

te Mr. Ns, and for the Juſtneſs of which he is ac- 
ountable.:- Matters of Fact are of a different Nature, 

d muſt ſtand or fall according to the Authority by 

hich they are ſupported. **©? Tis natural for a Pro- 

' reſtant to wiſh (ſays the Author of the Vindica- 

+ F tion) chat a Veil might be drawn over the Scehe that 
vas acted in thoſe Times, and that the Offences of 
all Parties might be . in Oblivion z” hs. 5 — 

udg- 


ment may eben the ade an at 
Ae ments Me. N. has received from te'Þ \ 
reſins of all Euer a . 128 ih Eve 
hi bee very much wante 
123 — 3 4 F 7 
cord in the Writings of the e Port Parties? I Hay 
not the ParisTs publiſhed the Hiſtory of their Sul 
ferings by the Engliſb Reformers? And Dr. Heylin, Full En 
ler, More ; Burk pe"; Strype, &c. all Clergyme nd 
of che Burch of England, recorded the Perſecutiat hat 
of the Proteſtants in the Reigns of King Hexz v VII inif 
and Queen MARY Why then ſhould it be crimin an 
for the Puritans, or any of tbe Friends of Libg,, 10 
70 their Story? Let all Partjes he heard; andti ad, 
orld judge NOT far each have contributed to tholfſ,. 3 
Wounds X the Church which are ſtill bleeding; giou 
this were done with Chriſtian Temper and Modem TI 
tion, inſtead o of exaſperating the Minds of Men, Nyarn 
would certainly prochdte mutual Forbearance, a f Pa 
more generous Seftimnents among Chriſtians, whiqh,..1 
was Mr. N*'s chief e in e upon ſo laby ir, te 
OUS Undertaki | d th 
Bee ſeems, he Þ Pro reſs of this. Work hy aault 
bappily given Uneaſineis to ſome of the Revert Vous 
DU of + the eftablidbed:Church, who Have exp 17, 
fed: their Diſpleaſure- againſt the Author, firſt ' ace 
Hort expaſtalatory Letter; and ſince in a large Fn Toe 
cation” ef the Gala Doctrius and Worſhip, gur 
durch of England, eftabliſhed in the Reign of b ow 
ELIZABETH; which. Mr. NM. not being do dre 
having caſt any injurious Reflections upon the Chun ry M 
of Ragland, would have paſſed over in ſilence, had ne Tr 
the Manner of the Performance made it neceſſary tot 145 7 
fome Juſtice to himſelf and his Hiftory 3 in compoſiſſ i V 
ef which, he will venture to aſſure the World, he had | 
watchful Eye over his Paffions, and took the beſt G give 
he could of his Eanguage and Expreſſion: But i burch 
Author of the Vindication is reſolved to be angry wii, a 
a Mr. NM. has oed there is not a Pat pear 


$i 


W 


* 


in nume of tht Hifory vf the Nuria. 3 


5h that pleaſes him; nor a Paragraph throughout the 
Mac ⸗hole Performance, on which he can caſt a favourable 
Eye ; however, he was certainly unacquninted with 
She Hiſtorian's Principles, when he affirmed, That 


Vn the Eftablifoment, be is for-introducing ibe Geneva 
LAN, or ſomething like it, through the united Kingdoms 
England and Scotland. On t e contrary, Mr. N. 
an aſſure this Writer, and his Brethren of the Clergy, 
hat not one in Twenty of the Proteſtant Diſſenting 
Miniſters would be for introducing the Geneva Plan, 
r any Thing like it, if it were in their Power: Nor 
ould they be pleaſed with an Eſtabliſhment of any 
ind, without an univerſal Toleration, of all peace- 
ble and loyal Subjects in the Enjoyment of their Re- 
) Bigious Rights and Privileges. WAR £0 
Y The moſt candid Writers of Controverſy, in the 
MD YVarmth of Debate, have been guilty of ſame Sallies 
f Paſſion, which the Generoſity of an Adverſary 
ould overlook; but was it like a Chriſtian or a Scho- 
dor, to dreſs up Mr. N. in the Habit of a Puritan, 
Ind then for above two Hundred Pages togethet, ta 
fault him from behind the Curtain with the oppro- 
Mrious Characters of a rigid Calviniſt, a Diſciphnarian, 
Man of a narrow Spirit? &c. Muſt an Hiſtorian 


Thoſe Hiſtory he writes? Or, becauſe he ſets their 
\rguments in a proper Light, muſt he make them 
is own? But that which touches an honeſt Mind 
Wore ſenfibly; is to be accuſed not only of involun- 
Fry Miſtakes, but of wicked and wilful corrupting 


uch Pains to * the Church of England as fount 

Violence aud Blbodſbed; its Conſtitution contrary to the 
Word of God, and invading Cbriſtian Liberty. God 
Iroive this Writer! Where has Mr. N. ſaid; that the 
urch of England was founded in Bloodfſhed, & ci Sure- 
F, a Gentleman that takes theſe Liberties ſhould 
pear before the World, and put his Name to the 
—— TT Charge. 


Bot content with a Toleration ro tho that reſpettively differ 


e accountable for the Juſtneſs of :beir Principles 


Je Truth of Hiſtory 2 ſerve a Neſign, and of ay, Fe 7. 
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5 A Review , the Principal Fucts objected to be / 
| Charge. Mr. N. is ſenfible of the Difficulties of per d c 
fecting a religious Eſtabliſnment at once, and of ſe have 
curing it afterwards, | without intrenching upon them 
Rights and Liberties of Mankind, which was th@ake 
Caſe of the Exgliſß Reformation; and though thqible 
Defects of the Hierarchy may be in part excuſeſ ) it 
from the Neceſſity of the Times, they ought not to Hreſs 
wholly juſtified, but frankly confeſſed, and the Hardqpethe 
ſhips removed, as ſoon; as an Opportunity offers tion 
this Mr. N. acknowledges has been attempted: ſeveſßethe 
ral Times, and might have been done more effectuſſeſs e. 
ally at the late glorious Revolution. But it ſeen Pbje- 
there is a Plot againſt the Church, a; De/igu to inwoſpwn, | 
duce the Geneva Plan pon the Ruins of ibe preſeut Eflaſſ he | 
bliſþment. Is this Writer then in the Secret? Or haforg a 
he a Key into the Heart of his Adverſary? Whealij Ou 
Men make ſuch Diſcoveries, as muſt neceſſarily affeQ1r. . 
the Reputation and Good-Name of others, theſpjauſe 
ſhould be very ſecure of their Evidence, eſpeciallÞcver! 
when they ate unwilling to appear in open View, an 
ſupport it with the Authority of their own gr 
Names; but Mr. N. not being acquainted. wich 4 
Plot, muſt leave the Gentleman to dreſs it up aft 
his own Faſhion, and make what Inferences from $ 
he pleaſes. | 8 | 


Mew. 3 „The Commiſſion of Errors in writing any Hf coulc 
ran. P. 8 . . 54 ; 
nm t ſtory of Times paſt (ſays the ingenious Mr. hay, ti 


« jon, in his Letter to Mr. Strype) being altogethgre Re 
«© unavoidable, ought not to detract from the Credffopied 
&« of the Hiſtory, or the Merits of the Hiſtoriaſptishe 
< unleſs it be accompanied with immoderate Oſteſteque 
© ration, or unhandſome Reflections on the Erroffal of 
ce of others.“ And although that Gentleman hg ſhall 
filled almoſt three Sheets of Paper with the Errors Facts, 
Mr. Strype, in his fingle Volume of Memorials of Ahr entr 
biſhop Cranmer, and ſuſpects there may be maſeceſſa 
more; yet no Man will venture to ſay, that his Memem 
lections are uſeleſs, or not deſerving the Commendpovern 
tions of Poſterity; nor would Mr. N. have complaigſ®ly ch 


' Þ* 253» 


be „rn Volume of the Hzſtory of the Puritans," ©. 
d of the Scrutiny this Wricer and his Friends 
ave made into his Hiſtory, had they done it with 


ble to avoid. Upon a careful Review of the H 


Freſs, and ſome Overſights of the Author, which, to- 
ether with ſome Marginal Additions, for the Satisfa- 
jon of the more inquiſitive Readers, are thrown to- 
ether at the End of theſe Papers; but it will be no 
ls evident to all diſintereſted Judges, that the chief 
Objections of this Writer, are either Miſtakes of his 
airopwn, or of no Conſequence to the Credit of the Hiſtory. 
al he principal Facts are unconteſted, and muſt be ſo as 
ong as there are any Records of thoſe Times remaining. 


everities, which the Hiſtorians of choſe Times had 


Reader, after he is acquainted, that it was collected 
any Years ago, at the Expence of the Reverend 
r. Humphry Morrice, ſome Time Chaplain to Den- 
Lord Hollis, who employed an Amanuenſis in the 
niverſity of Cambridge for this purpoſe, whoſe Name 
could mention if it were proper; but it is ſufficient to 
Ay, that at the Foot of moſt of the Papers, there 
re References to the Places from whence they were 
Fopicd z and the induſtrious Mr. Strype was fo well 
jautisfied of the Authority of this MS. that at his own 


al of thoſe Papers which are among his RzcorDs. 
ſhall now attend our Author through his priucipal 
acts, without attempting to lay open all his Miſtakes, 
rentring any farther into the Controverſy, than is 
eceſſary to my own Defence; for it muſt always be 

emember'd, that Mr. N. is not the Defender of the 
"ly their Hiſtorian, AX 


CHAP. 


emper, and only with a Deſign to correct thoſe Mi- 
Fakes, which in ſo long a Work, it was almoſt po - 
. = WP 


it appears, that there are ſeveral Errors of the | 


mitted ; but its Authority ſhall be left with the 


dequeſt he was permitted to tranſcribe from it ſeve- 


$overnment, Doctrine and Worſhip of the Puritans,” but 


Our Author is pleaſed to pour great Contempt on vindic. 
r. N's Manuſeript Collection of original Papers, be- p. 190. 
Wauſe it brings to Light ſome of thoſe unjuſtifiaple 
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1 Charge, agaiot Mr. N. i 
N. is, that 6 
ofthe ke· IH E firſt Charge againſt Mr. N. is, that <5 by 


— 


of Queew 


L. Parker 5 


Revere of the Principal Facłs oljeed to the 
F*; MAV ET env t02 453-464 


-& his Account of the, great and .uluſtriougſ' 
% Queen ELIZABETH, | it müſt be. thought RA i 


this Concluſion, our Author produces the following 
Paſſages, out of the Hiſtory, [P. 337. ] “ Though ib 
& Papiſts were the Queen's moſt dangerous Rnemies, AR 
5 MajzsTY HAD A, PECULIAR//I>ENDERNESS; FG 


[ 
% THEM,” How. groundleſs this Accufativn is (lays heff»as pe. 
will ſoon appear io her Honour; and if. it be to the Sbun The 
of ber Accuſers they muſt thank themſelves. ., But let hin p. 2. 
5 refute the Authorities in the Margin; with #hoſ Shou, 
which Mr. N. will now beg leave to add in Confirs Cat! 
mation af the Fact. The Queen was ſtrange h from 
« ſecure of her worſt Enemies, the Papiſts (Mr. N 


F. 352, 
3335 354. 


« kept ſtill for a fair Day to cut our on Throats! 


L. Parker, 
Appendix, 
P. 47» 


to the Slaughter her ſelf and her b 


« Mt. Strype, under the Year 1572.) and mes 
« them much ; Favour , having many Friends 
„Court; the Government neutral; the Queen 
“ beſt Proteſtant Subjects but little regarded 
Archbiſhop. PARK RR, in his Letter to the Treaſured 
Burleigb calls the Queen's Government a Machiav 
Government; and adds, that “ tz Papiſts were s 
«©, ſoon favoured. as the true Proteſtants, that the trud 
«© Subject was not regarded but overthwarted Sho ha 
% whereas the Rebel [meaning the Papiſt] was born 
„with. When the faithful Subject and Officer (fait 
<< he) has ſpent, his Wits to ſearch, to find, to in 
dite, to arraign and condemn, yet muſt rhey 


Is this the Way to rule Exgliſb People? B 
« it deſerves to be counted Clemency-}: Oh Cruel 
5% (faith he) to ſpare a profeſt Enemy, and to dri 

| el Friends.“ 
«©, How many Papiſts (ſays Mbitingbam Dean © 
Vurbam) enjoy Liberty and Livings, which as 
TAH. DE | the 


* 


ther have ſworn Obedience to the Queen's Majc- 
ſty, nor doiany Parr of Duty towards their miſes 
„ rable Flocks'i theſe Miſerc laugh to ſee us [ Puri> - 
trans] ſo dealt With, and hope to ſee other'Altera- 
bull tions. Mr? Stnype adds, 'That-notwithſtand-8mpe's 
ing their ¶ the Papiſts] bold and exorbitant Pra- Aua. V.I. 
$: ctices, they received a notable Piece of Favour at N 2. 
F this Time 1378.) to gain them, if poſſible, © 
to be better minded, and to behave themſelves 
« quietly,” and that was, That tht Queen would nbt 
Leave any of their Conſciencem fifted, to. know what 
Aection they bad to-tbe. old Religion." Surely this 
The next Paſſage which our Author produces, is 
p. 255. J Where Mr. N. ſays, One wonld thave 
* thought" aſe>formdable: Conſpiracies of © the Roman 
« Catholicks /Bould"have alienated the Queen "Heart 
from tbem. This: Writer often complains: of 
ir. Nes imperfect Quotations,” and is pleaſed ſüme- 
vines te dictate in a very ſovereign Manner, what 
e ſhould have added, or left out. But Mr. N. might 
ere, and in many other Places, return him his Com- 
liment. The Caſe before: us is this; having mens 
Joned a generak Confederacy of all the Popiſſi Pow. 
rs of Europt to extirpate the Proteſtant Religions 
id the Inſblenee of the Engliſb Papiſts, that mete 
Arms in the North, at the Inſtigation of the Pope; 
ho had excommunicated the Queen and the Whole 
ingdom, abſolved her Subjects from their Allegi- 
ce, and” called! her Majefty an Uſurper, and Vaſſal 
Iniquity; I add, one would have thought theſe" formi- 
ule Confpiracies of the Roman Catholicks. ſbould' have 
W:naied the Queens Heart from them.” Here our Au- 
or ſtops; but it follows, and prevailed with her, to 
eld ſomething forthe Sake of a firmer Union among Pro- 
ants; but inftead' of this, ibe Edge off the Laws that 
ire made! againſt” Popiſi Recuſanis was turned againſt 
"oteſtant' Noncombnmiſtis. | 


the Cu 


=: » Review of-the Principal Fats objected To rb T 
2 Quan any Reader collect the Senſe of this Paſlage fronfſhiicc 
this Writer's imperfect Quotation, or reaſonably con t! 
clude from the true Meaning of it; that ber Majeftyſ* d. 

Heart was entirely Popiſn? However, ſince the Fad t! 

ate undeniable; Mr. V. will leave the Juſtneſs of th w 
Remark to the Reader, with this additional -Qbſervaſſs A 

L. parker, tion from Mr. Strype, that The great Labour It 
4 * « Court about this Time, was to open the Queen V 
„ Eyes, and to make her apprehend her Danger ſroi ot 

t the Papiſts, and that ſhe might command the La. . 

« againſt them to be put in Execution; for the Papiſſpf th 

<« had ſecret Fautors within the Palace Walls — but After, 

% Majeſty was void of all Fear of any Harm from Papiſifduc 

The laſt Proof of the Charge againſt Mr. N. is uarly 

ken from her Majeſty's Character, p, 601. where Þftcry 

is ſaid, that ag 10 ber Religion, ſbe aſfelsed a midi ope, 

Way between Popery and Puritaniſm, though her Mai legit 

y was. more inclinable to the former ; | ſhe Hiſſił d ibe fe row. 

lar Pretenſions of the Court of Rome oder foreign Stats) fiv 

ut was in love with the Pomp and Splendor of their Wapheth 

Hip. Here again our Author ſtops ; but it followf* chu 

in the very next Words, On the other hand, ' Sar A the 
PROVED or THE' DOCTRINES OF: THR FOREIGN RH ſom 
FORMED CHURCHES. | Should this Gentleman ſet u Ma 

for a Pattern of exact, and impartial Quotation ( ſa 
Or, is it poſſible to conclude, that becauſe the Quee bro! 

was more inclined to the Papiſts than the Puritan gior 
therefore her Heart was ENTIRELY Poris R, whe with 

at the ſame Time, ſhe approved of the Proteſtaſſ jeſt; 
Doctrines? And yet this is all the Proof we haveg mac, 

this heavy Charge. Coy eee that 
Mr. N. is unwilling to enter any further into the R Mar 
ligious Character of this great Princeſs, whoſe Nam was 

ſtands ſo very high in the Exgliſb Annals; tis an unweſ chat 

come Taſk ; but, as the late Queen Maxx the IId. q Tim 

GLoR IOS Memory, obſerved to Biſhop Burnet, whe abat 
Reflections were made in her Preſence upon the Shan Mr. 

| neſs of ſome Hiſtorians, who had left heavy ImpurationF®'cics : 
f upon the Memory of ſome Princes, her Majeſty en, ac 


* 5 * = 


firſt Volume of the Hiftory of the Puritans. 11 

ronſplied, © That if thoſe Princes were truly ſuch as Eſay on 

the Hiſtorians repreſented them, they had well Mem. of 

« deſerved that Treatment, and others who tread 1 

their Steps, muſt look for the ſame; for Teak © 

would be told at laſt, and that with the more 

« Acrimony of Stile, for being ſo long reſtrained. 

It was a gentle Suffering, to be expoſed to the 

. World in their true Colours, much below what 

others had ſuffered at their Hands.“ | 

Queen ELIZABETH had, to be ſure, very much 

f che bigh Spirit and Principles of her Royal Fa- 

Sher, and affected to govern after his Example. Her 

Wducation under a Proteſtant Tutor, gave her an 

Farly Tincture for the Reformation; and Intereſt 

e $ftcrwards obliged her to be at Variance with the 
Pope, who had pronounced her Mother's Marriage 

fa legitimate, and ſet aſide her very Title to the 

rown. Yet at her Acceſſion, when ſhe was Twen- 

y five Years of Age, it was not. certainly known, | 

Fhether ſhe was Proteſtant or Papiſt. What to Ann. V. I. 

think of the Queen's Religion, when ſhe came to 

the Crown (ſays Mr. Strype) one might heſitate 

#* ſomewhat; who in her Siſter's Reign went to 

© Maſs, and bowed to Idolatry.” *<© Your Majeſty 

( ſays the Prior of St. John's) was not eaſily 

veel brought to condeſcend to the Alteration of Reli- 
gion. Tou was not the Cauſe efficient, but one 

he without which it could not take effect. Her Ma- 
ujeſty alſo proteſted to Count Feria and Lord La- 

ved mac, but a few Days before Queen Mary died, 

that ſhe now and then prayed to the Virgin 

RA Mary —*? And again, Whether the Queen Ann. V. I. 

lam was determined in her Mind or no, certain it is, P 51. 

wel that the Affairs of the Church continued for a 

d. Time in the ſame Poſture as before her Acceſſion, 

abating Perſecution for Religion.“ Eq 
Mr. N is as ſenſible as this Writer, of the Diffi- H. Pur. 

ulties and Diſcouragements attending the Reforma-P. 2 

Jon, and has reported them in as ſtrong Terms; : 
ED 22 which | 
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12 AA Review of the Principal Fat#s objected to the 
which were ſo many good Reaſons for the Queen 17 
proceeding with Caution, and changing the Reli 4 4 
gion of the Nation by degrees; but when theſe Diſh, 
culties were abated, and the Government ſettled, wh Perf, 
did ſhe not ſtrengthen the Reformation, by a mor 
comprehenſive Union among the Reformed ? Wh q 
mult: the Puritans, who were the moſt determine - 
Proteſtants in the Nation, be excluded the Chure Chef 
for the ſake of a few Ceremonies and Popiſh Habits 9 
when the Lutherans and Papiſts were indulged in th ft : 
Doctrine of the real Preſence in the Sacrament 3 
Why was her Majeſty ſo averſe to the removin 


L. Parker, Images? Why did ſhe mimick the theatrical Wolf. * 
p. 46, 3 10. ſhip of the Church of Rome, by keeping a Crucitif,, 7 
ro f ; with lighted Tapers upon the Altar in her Chapel, for 
2 2 contrary to her Own Injunctions? And when it had bee « oth 
removed for ſome Time, at the Interceſſion of thi... - 
| Biſhops, why did ſhe cauſe it to be replaced as latf,, 7 
Ann. V. I. as the Lear 1570, but becauſe, as Mr. Strype fayyl. 
p. 175. her Majeſty had been uſed to Croſſes, and Sainfl. * 
| Images in Churches, where ſhe and her Nobles, tha. 5 
reſorted thither, uſed to give Honour to them hed 


Are not theſe Indications of a greater Inclination i ( 

the Pomp of Rome, than to the fimple Plainneſs df.” - 
Geneva? N | 

Mr. N. does not pretend to enter into the Soul, na. fas 

can it be fairly inferr*d from any Thing he has writ, tha. es 

Queen EL1zaBETH's Heart was ENTIRELY PoPiSH, o 

this is the Language of our Author, who is further of, ; 

p-26. Opinion, that if her Majeſty was really as Popiſſ. * 

« as my Pen hasdeſcribed her, ſhe would have fol lou. 

c ed the Example of her Father, and retained many, 

e more Popiſh Superſtitions,” which he will hard 

ly be able co prove; for had her Majeſty done:thay - 

ſhe. would have been abandoned by all King Evg.. , 

wARD's Reformers, and muſt have gone over entire. cad 

ly into the Camps of Popery. Nor has Mr. N. ven. ” q 

Rapin, tur'd to ſay with Mr, Rapin, that the Queen ſo pt 


2 224 jymes made her Religion ſubſervient 10 Her Political — Pon 0 
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' firſt Volume of the Hiſtory of the Puritans. © 
77} 3 but he apprehends he has ſhewn, that though 
her Majeſty was a Proteſtant, ſhe inclined more to 
Popery than Puritaniſm 3 that ſhe countenanced the 
Perſecution of good Men throughout the greateſt 
Part of her Jong Reign, and had a much greater Re- 
gard for the external Pomp and Ceremony of Wor- 
ſhip, than for the Propagation of true Piety, and 
Chriſtian Knowledge. 85 | e 

Our Author's next Charge is, that Mr. N. has Snti- 
caſt injurious Reflections upon the Doctrine, Govern- — : 
nent, and Worſhip of the Church of England. He!"* in 
begins with Doctrine, in which he confeſſes, There points of 
« was but little Difference among the Reformers, however, Doctrine. 
« a Cenfure is paſs*d upon the Queen by Mr. N. himſelf, indie. 

« for not being rigid enough in her Opinions; and among p.. 
* other Faults laid to her Charge, ſhe is blamed for be. 

% ing fond of old Rites and Ceremonies, thinking ber 

« Brother had ſtript Religion too much of its Ornaments, 

« and made the Doctrines of the Church too narrow —= 

« Again, p. 45. Mr. N. reflects on the Queen for being 

«© inclined to think, that Articles might be too narrow.” 

But where is this Reflection or-Cenſure? If there be 

any ſuch, *tis not Mr. M's, but Biſhop Purne!'s, 
whoſe very Words he hath tranferibed. “ As her Hiſt. Ref 
firſt Impreſſions, in her Father's Reign, were in Vol. Il. 
« favour of ſuch old Rites, as he had retained (ſays P. e. 


13 


his Lordſhip) fo in her own Nature ſhe loved 


State and ſome Magnificence in Religion, as well 
* as in every Thing elſe; ſhe thought, that in her 
„ Brother's Reign, they had ſtript it too much of 
* external Ornaments, and HAD MADE THEIR Do- 
* CTRINE TOO NARROW IN SOME Pol x rs.“ 

But our Author will go out of his Way to main- Of te Ar. 
ain, that ** The Articles of the Church of England 3 = 
compiled with a Latitude that fairly admits à Sub- In. q 
« /cription from thoſe of the Sentiments of ARMINIUS \ indie. 
® 75 well as Calvin.“ What is this to Mr. NV. Who p. 40, 41. 
ors not, remember he has declared his Sentiments 
upon this Head; but the Gentleman advances a 
| C 2 | an 


* 
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name them? For it is certain, the Reviſers of King 


with the Exactneſs of thoſe that lived after the Con- 


Vindic. 
p. 43+ 


Mem. 
Cran. p. 


409, 410. 


| Calv. Ep. 


ad Faxcl. 
Frne 15. 
1557. 


A Review of the Principal Fad#s objected to the 
and ſays, That among the Compilers of the. Articles there 
were ſeveral Anti-Calvinians. Why then does he not 


Epwarp's Liturgy, viz. Dr. Parker, Grindal, Cox, 
Piltington, May, Bill and Whitebead, were notoriouſly 
on the other Side, though they did not always ſpeak 


troverſy had been debated. eb | 
He affirms further, with Dr. Heylin, that “ it doesfnce, 
ce not appear that in compiling the Articles any Deferencellþ 
% was paid to Calvin's Judgment or Authority ;, inſtead 
<« of that, the Aiſtance he offered was to his no lilll 
& Grief ana Diſſatisfatiion refuſed,” But for this hel 
cites no Authority. On the other hand *tis certain 
Cranmer writ to Calvin for his Advice about calling 
a general Synod of Proteſtants, who ſo far approved. 
it, as to ſay, He would paſs over ten Seas to further 
it, but haped he might be ſpared. When the ſamg}/ 
Archbiſhop thought of drawing up Articles of Faill 
for the Church of England, he communicated his De 
ſign to Calvin, which he greatly commended, and 
deſired him to proceed with all Expedition. Calvin 
alſo wrote to the Protector, and to King ED W- AR 
himſelf, which was ſo very acceptable to his Maje 
ſty and his whole Council, that Cranmer infor meq;ed. 
him, He could not do any Thing more profi ta biqnoſt 
than to write often to the King. Peter Martyn his 
Bucer, and Fagius, who were Calvin's DiſciplesFhbus, 
were ſent for into England to promote the ReformaqÞ/iss, 
tion, and were his ſtrong Seconds, according to Miam / 


Hift.Presb, Collyer. Nay, if we may believe Dr. Heylin, it wafgt rep! 


p 239. 


Friends and Followers. How then does it appeatf 


at the Sollicitation of Mr. Calvin and his Emiſſariey 
(as he is pleaſed to call them) that the Common 
Prayer-Book of King EpwaR PD underwent a ſeconq; e. 
Review; and that the firſt Liturgy was diſcontinued 
and the ſecond ſuperinduced, to give Satisfaction 14 
Calvin's Cavils, and the Miſtakes of others of hi 


that our firſt Reformers had no reſpect to this learn 


firſt Volume of the Hiſtory of the Puritans. 8 
d Foreigner, or that his Aſſiſtance was refuſed ? 
Our Author, and the Apologiſt whom he follows, 


15 


20 on to obſerve, that . in drawing up the Articles, - the vindic. 


0, Compilers, next io the Scripture and Doctrine of the Pri- p. 4a. 


y mitive Church, had an Eye to the Auguſtan Confeſſion, 
akl#* be Writings of Melanchton, tbe Works of Eraſmus, 
on: and the Erudition of a Chriſtian.” Here again we have 
Vr. Heylin without any Authority. But admitting for 
once, that the Compilers of the Articles had a Re- 
zard to the Auguſtan Confeſſion. Is there any Diffe- 
Wcace between that and Calviniſm, except in the Man- 
zer of Chriſt's Preſence in the Sacrament? Sure I 

m, Calvin himſelf ſubſcribed it, as he writes to Schal- 
in ing, Anno 1557. Nec vero Auguſtanam Confeſſionem 
ingfepudio, cui pridem volens & lubens ſubſerip/i, ſicut eam 
Bier ipſe [ Melanchton] interpretatus et. And it is ve- 


Point of Conſequence, wherein the Lulberan Con- 
eſſion differ*d from the Calviniſt. This was inſerted 
wünmong King Epwarp's Articles, and was part of 
he XX VIIIIth of Queen EL IZ ABBRTEH's, when firſt 
jeſſubſcribed, though after ſome Time it was expun- 
need. Melanchton was an excellent Divine, and of a 
oſt Catholick Spirit, but a Calviniſt; Lampadius 
n his Continuation of Pezelius's Hiſtory, writes 
hus, p. 409. Philippus rigidiſſime olim, ſi quiſquam 
wins, de Predeftinatione ſcripſit, poſtea mitigavit ſenten- 
iam fuam — Neque tamen ab Orihodoxis unguam 
repudiatus aut condemnatus, neque ipſe a ſeverioribus 
iP 121beticis alienior fuit; ſed ad Bezam, SE PER OMNIA 
uM GENEVENSIBUS ORTHODOXITS FACERE, /cribtit. 
e. That his Sentiments were exactly the ſame with 
he orthodox Geneva Divines. Eraſmus's Paraphraſe 
Fas ſer up in the Churches, becauſe it was the beſt, 
nd perhaps the only one then extant. And as for the 
Erudition of a Chriſtian Man, we ſhall fee preſently 
arnpow ſadly this Writer has miſrepreſented it. 3 
| | | ut 


y remarkable, that in the original Subſcription of the Burne: on 
Wrticles, both Houſes of Convocation renounced the 39 Artic. 
biquity of Chriſt*s Bodily Preſence ; which was the on- P. 305: 


| 16 ÞA-Reveiw of the Principal Facts objected to the 
p. 45 46. But this charitable and uſeful Latitude as to the real 
Preſence (ſays our Author) is, anotber Objeftion with 
Mr. N. the Rubrick which declared, that by Kneeling al 
the Sacrament no Adoration was intended to any corpo 
ral Preſence of Chriſt, being expunged. .This is no. Ob y adi 
jection with Mr. N. who would have rejoiced, 1 
it had been ſo charitable, as to take in the Puritans 
it might then have been more uſeful, and prevente 
the Separation; for Mr. N. can fee. no Reaſon. why 
the Wearing a Surplice or ſquare Cap chouid not be 
left as indifferent, as the Manner of Chriſt's Freſence 
in the Sacrament. But, that which follows in out 
p. 47. Author (viz.) that Mr. N. diſapproves of ever 
Man's enjoying bis own Senſe, "without fixing it upn 
& gthers,”* is neither better nor worſe than a ſhamety 
Calumny, which he never can be able to make good 
and muſt know from the whole Scope of the Hiftor) 
of the Puritans to be falſe. : Well, but what Rehe 
was this charitable Latitude to the Lulberans or. Ger 
man Churches? Do they adore the corporal: Pre 
ſence? No, *tis evident therefore, it was defigne 
principally in favour of the Papiſts; according to D 
Heylin, who fays, „Great Care was taken to expung 
s ſuch Paſſages in the Common- Prayer- Book as gave. 
0 Offence to the Pois PART, or might be urge Gre 
« by them as an Excuſe for not coming to Church 1 
«© as, the Prayer to be delivered from the Tyrann! 
and Enormities of the Biſhop of Rome. — And, 
«© come up cloſer to theCauRrcn or Rome, (lays he) thi Þ 
«© Quecn enjoined the Sacramental Bread to be madf. © ** 
round, in faſhion of Wafers, — and all the ol >= 
« Feſtivals to be obſerved with their ſeveral Eves. ||, F, F 
But to return to the Doctrine of the Church d T” 
England; our Author and his learned Apologiſt apf. 8 5 
Vindie. peal to the Articles themſelves as a Proof, T 3 
p. 42. ©. wo one Doctrine of the Church, concerning Predeſtinul.“ * 
lion, is contradicted by the Arminians — That tH, e 
ä « Articles diſfer from the Calviniſts in that materil 1 
. 4% © Point of Univerſal Redemption. '— And, that fe 
8 ? | % Erud 
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z Irſt Volume of the Hiſtory of the Puritans, - 
« Erudition of a Chriſtian Man publiſhed in King HE x- 
« RY.S Reign, which had the Approbation of moſt of 
„ boſe that compiled the Articles is expreſly againſt the 
« Calviniſts Notion of FREE WiLL.” Mr. N. readi- 
y admits, that all the Reformers were not agreed in 
heir Sentiments about the Extent of Chriſt's Re- 
lemption, and that the Thirty firſt Article of the 
hurch of England, which defcribes the Death of 
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J. faction for all the Sins of the whole World both original 


ſo far from being the chief Article of Diſpute: be- 
ween che Arminians and Calviniſts, that it is hardly 
ny at all; for even Gomarus, Ameſins, and others 
who reſtrain the Sufferings of Chriſt, diſtinguiſh be- 
ween the Value or Merit of the Sufferings, and the 
ill or Purpoſe of God in the Application, and 
firm, that the Merit of the Sufferings (ariſing from 
he Dignity of the Perſon that ſuffered) was ſuffici- 
nc for the Redemption of a thouſand Worlds, if 
here had been ſo many; nor did they think this in- 
onſiſtent with -tbe Divine Purpoſe, of appointing a 
ertain Number of Perjons to Salvation, from before the 
Foundation of the World, and calling them effeftually by 
„is Grace, in due Time, without any Regard to their pre- 
ious Merits or Good Works : That this was the preciſe 
Doctrine of the Reformers will appear, by conſider- 
Ing the two main Paints, of abſolute PREDESTINA« 
ron, and of FREE W III. | 


* The everlaſting Purpoſe of God, whereby before the 
Foundations 7 he World were laid, be bas conſtanily 
ani. dered, by his Counſel ſecret to us, to deliver from 
wy * Curſe and Damnation, ' thoſe” whom bz bas choſen in 
* Chriſt out of Mankind; and id bring them by Chriſt to 
© everlaſting Salvation as Veſſel: made to Honour & 
M\orceably to this, King EpwarpD's Catechiſm, ap- 
vinted to be taught by all School-Maſters through- 

Out 


hriſt as a perfect Redemption and Propitiation and Sa- Of the Ex- 


tent of 


End actual, evidently favours the Univerſaiity ; but thisCrift's 


Redemp- 


PRE DESTINATION To LIFE is deſcribed in the of pred 
Peventeenth Article of the Church of Eugland to be, ſtination. 


) 


Mem. 


Cran. 


Pe. 372. 


em. 
| oy 2 
350, 352» 


Of Free 
mill. 
Vindic. 
p. I23, 


126. 


38 A Review of the Printipul Paths objected to the 
Fol. 38. 
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out England, declares, that ** As many as are in this Fait 
« ſtedfaſt, were forechoſen, predeſtinated, and appointe 
< out to everiaſt ing Salvation before the World was made, 
And left it ſhould be thought, that this might b 


| _ owing to God's Foreſight of their Good Works, iti 
Fol, 39. 


added, that << the firs, principal, and moſt perfect Cay 
cc ow Fuſtifying and Salvation, is the Gobdneſi a 
Love of God, whereby be choſe us to be his, befare þ 
made the World.” This Catechiſmy with the Book e 
Articles, was drawn up by Archbiſhop Cranmer, 
he confeſſed at his Examination: When the Contr 
verſy upon this Head open'd in Queen Mary's Reig 


the Martyrs thought the Doctrine of thoſe that oppo 


ſed the abſolute Predeſtination of a certain: Number 
Salvation, ſubverſive of the true Faith; Biſhop Fe 
rar, Bradford, Taylor, and Philpot, wrote to Cram 


Ridley, and Latimer, then Priſoners at Oxford, de 


firing them to take Cognizance of this Matter, an 
give their Advice. Upon which Occaſion Biſhoj 
Ridley writ a Treatiſe of God's Election and Predeſting 
tion, Philpot another, Bradford a third, and Mr. Car 
leſs, an eminent Martyr, publiſhed a Confeſſion 0 
his Faith, one part whereof was in favour of ab/olut 
Predeſtination; and the Priſoners in Newgate, as wel 


as in the King's Bench, generally ſubſcribed it} 


Mr. N. could produce a Number of other Teftimc 
nies from the Letters of the Martyrs, and the Boo 


of Homilies, which prove to a Demonſtration, tha 
the firſt Reformers were in this Scheme; but Mr 


Prynne has done it already ſo carefully, with reſpe 
to all the five Points, in his Anti- Arminianiſm, or t 
Church of England's old Antitheſis to new Arminia 


niſin, that nothing ſeems io have eſcaped his Dili 
gence. 0 | | 


The Article of FREE WIII is another Point 0 
Controverſy with the Arminians. Our Author cen 
ſures the Puritans for . branding it always with the od 
« ous Name of Popery, in order to repreſent thoſe of thi 
Opinion in the moſt diſagreeable Colours. — Nor a4 


66 
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=sy 
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firſt Polume of the Hiſtory of the Puritans. 


% Mr. N. be acquitted of Partiality (ſays he) againſt 
«© thoſe.wwho believe the Freedom of humane Will, i 


« be calls it the Pelagian Doctrine, and charges it with 


« ſupplanting the received: Doctrine of the Reformation. 
4 Mr. N's Account of Mr. Hart and others (ſays 
&« he) is, that they rat their Notions. as high as the mo- 


« dern Arminians, or as Pelagius himſelf, deſpiſing 


& Learning, &c. hut quotes no Authority, nor produces 
te any Evidence wy par this heavy Cenſure, which 
« plainly is not lev | 
% dom of the humane Will in Queen Max y*s. Days.” 
How unhappy is this Writer, when. Mr. N*s Mar- 
ginal References fail him ! If he had been acquainted 
with theſe Times he muſt have known, that the Ar- 
ticle of Free Will was then always reckoned a Branch 
of the Popiſh Controverſy. We renounce 


cTRINE, Without any Authority or Evidence, Muſt he 
then croud his Margin with Authorities for every 
Line. of his Book? Let this Writer conſult Mr. 
Sirype, whoſe Words are theſe ; © Many of them 


that were under Reſtraint for the Profeſſion of the 

« Goſpel [in Queen Mazy*'s Days] were ſuch as 5;, Mem; 
4 Free Will tending to the Derogation of God's Cran. 

« Grace, and refuſed the Doctrine of abſolute Prede- p. 359 


« hel 


| | (ſay the pes M. 
Reformers, in their Confeſſion of Faith) the PapI- Vol. III. 
| $TICAL DoCTRINE of Free Will, &c. — But Mr. p. 102. 
N's Partiality conſiſts in calling it the PELAG1an Do- | 


d only at thoſe who believed the Fre. 


M. 


« ſtination and Original Sin (which, by the Way, is 351 35% 


an Evidence that the Reformers in general believed 


thoſe Doctrines.) They [the Free- Willers] were 
« Men of ſtrict and holy Lives, but very hot in 
« their Opinions and Diſputations, and unquiet 
« The Name of their chief Man was Harry Hart. 
« Trew and Abingdon were Teachers among them; 


« Kemp, Gybſon, and Chamberlain, were others: 


© THEY RAN THEIR NOTIONS AS HIGH As PELA- 
© G1VS DID, AND VALUED No LEARNING, AND 
« THE | WRITINGS AND AYTHORITY OF _ THE 
e LEARNED: THEY UTTERLY REJECTED AND DE- 
as | 12 PIs ED. 


* 
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A Review of the Principal Fachs objacted to the 
«* spiszD. I have ſeen another Letter of\Bradfordff not 
* to certain of theſe Men (ſays Mr. Strype) who ardthe 


| * ſaid to hold the Error of the PzLacrtans AVD PA- I Par 


L. Parker, But it is very ſurprizing to ſee the Eruditibr of « 


p. 508. 


„ witLETH NOT THAT IS ACCEPTABLE To Gor 


& firmity, that they cannot avoid Sin, except the 


* ſupernatural Working of the Holy Ghoſt. The 
Light of Reaſon is unable to conceive the Thing 


„% Power of the Will joined with Reaſon, twhertby a 


c WHICH is ILL IT WILLETH OF IT SELF - — 


„piss concerning Fee Wil, and were then Priſo- I. 
ners with him in the King's Benth —="" " Mriers 1 
Philpot the Martyr, in one of his Letters to Careleh, The 
calls them Schifnaricks, arroganr, and ſelf-willed, Pot 
blinded Scatterers; and Mr. Bradford, in his Letter bere: 
to Biſhop Ridley at Oxford, fays, That in Free Wil nini 
they were plain PaeisTs, yea, PeLacians. Otherffor 

Authorities might eaſily be produced; but theſe areFaic 
ſufficiett to acquit Mr, N. of Partiality, who is ſand 
great a Friend to the Freedom of human Adtion{mir 
as this Author himſelf, for 1 
anot 
Cbriſtian Man, publiſhed in the Reign of Kinglfſof Y 
HENRY the Eighth, and ſubſcribed by all the Bifpoſe, 


ſhops, as deſigned for the ſtable Doctrine of th But: 


Church, produced in favour of the Anti-Calviniſtic 
Doctrine of Free Will, when nothing is mote oppt 
ſite. Free Will [ſays the Erudition] is 4 certai 


lecte 
Heac 
in's 
| | Occa 
% fonable Creature, without Conſtraint in Things of Reafore « 
&© on, diſcerneth and willeth Good and Evil, Bur 11! th 
Chur 
[a1nec 
con 


* UNLESS IT BE HOLEN BY GRAGE, BUT THA 


It follows, Our Wills were perfect in the State o 
« Innocence, but are much impaired by the Fall t 
« Adam; the high Powers of Reaſon and Freedombenan. 
« of Will being wounded and corrupted, and 7 
« Men thereby brought into ſuch Blindneſs and In 


« are made free by ſpecial Grace, that is, by the 


« that appertain to eternal Life, though there refſthe M 


& mains a ſufficient Freedom of Will in Thingvith 1 
6. pertaining to the preſent Life Words canſſthor p 
_ ne 


Art Volume of the Hiſtory of the Puritans. 2 
not be found more ſtrong and concluſive againſt | 
the Arminian Doctrine of Free Mill than are in that 

KY Paragraph.  — | 

It were eaſy to ſhew the Sentiments of the Reform- Of Origi- 
ers upon the other diſtinguiſhing Points of Calviniſm : 2 = 
The Erudition of a Chriſtian Man ſays, that all the Fu _ 

, Poterity of Adam are born in Original Sin, and are 

H lereby guilty of everlaſting Damnation. Does an Ar- 
ninian believe this? CRAN MER was famous 
for maintaining the Doctrine of Juſtification by 

Faith alone, without the Merit of Good Works 

and fo does the Erudition. Mr. Philpot was an Ad- 
mirer of Calvins Inſtitutions, and had a great Value 
for the Church of Geneva; he and Mr. Careleſs, 

7 another Martyr, ſtrenuouſly maintained the Doctrine 

ing of Perſeverance, as depending upon the Divine Pur- 

I poſe, and not upon the Contingency of Man's Will, 

But as I have obſerved already, Mr. Prynne has col- 

jr lected the Sentiments of the Reformers ſo fully on this 
Head; and Mr, Hickman in his Anſwer to Dr. Hey- 

in's Quinquarticular Hiſtory, that there can be na 
occaſion for any further Remarks. I ſhall theres 

Lenore diſmiſs this Article, with the Teſtimonies of two 
of thoſe very learned Biſhops who repreſented the 

Jon church of England at the Synod of Dort, and main- 

a Wizined the Doctrine of Univerſal Redemption. I do Prynme a 
* confidently avow [ſays Biſhop Hall] that thoſe other Cant. 
Opinions [of Arminius] cannot ſtand with the Dofirine | 5 * 
of the Church of England.” To which Biſhop Da- 
venant replied, ** 1 know that no Man can embrace Ar- 

% minianiſm in the Dofrines of Predeſtination and of 
« Grace, but he maſt deſert the Articles of the Church of 
England: Nor in the Point of Perſeverance, but be 
hc“ muſt vary from the received Opinions of our beſ; appro- 
ved DpiZors in the Engliſh Church... 

After a Diſſertation on the Poſture of Kneeling, and q, _ 
the Manner of receiving Perſons to the Communion, wm of I 

ingvith which the Hiftorian has no Concern, — Au- one ro 

mgior proceeds to the GoveRnNMENT OF THE CHURCH, Church of 
ne 28 8 m3 = 8 « Mr, Evgland. 


* 


+ 


p. 53. 


AR eview o the Principal Fats objetFed to the 
Mr. N's next Objection to King ErwarD*®s Reforma- 


* 7/ion (ſays he) is the Form of Ecilefiaſtical Govern- 
„ ment, And here again the good Queen choſe not only 
« the moſt Chrijtian, but the moſt moderate and catholick 
& Scheme.” 
firſt Se: of Puritans, who would have been content 
with ſome Amendments in that Scheme, which even 
the Biſhops themſelves prayed and wiſhed for; but 
tis a little od to fee a Writer glorying in the Compre: 
henſiveneſs of a Form of Church Government, forti- 


_ fied with Acts of Uniformity, Injunctions, Adver- 


of Families. The Puritans might have been as rigo- 


Senti- 
ments of 
the Re- 


| formers 


tiſements, Articles of. Enquiry, Oaths ex Officio, an 


High Commiſſion, and, other penal Laws againſt 
Diſſenters, extending to the Ruin of great Numbers 


rous, had the Power been in their Hands, but neither 
Party had much Reaſon to boaſt of their Catho- 
TT e + 6 8 
Alfter a long Quotation from Biſhop Bancroft, for the 
Superiority'of Biſhops above Preſbyters, Mr. N. is in 
troduced as ex!reamly fond of a PARITY among the Clergy 


concerning and as taking too much Pains in that Cauje. Though the 


e D.ſtin- Reader will obſerve, he has never once declared his owl © 


c on of 


the Craer 


of B. ops 


p. 58. 


F and how they were confirmed of the A paſtles bf « 


S Prief's, WARD'S ORDINAL inio this Service. 


Sentiments. But, ſurely it was an Exceſs of Zeal (ſayt 
this Writer) 0 preſs the pious Reformers and King Eb 
This indeed ht 
has done, not from any Zeal in the Cauſe, but be 
cauſe he apprehended it was their Opinion, that then 
were but Hu Orders of Church Officers in Holy Scriptur 
BisHorPs:and'DEacons, and conſequently that Bismor 
ond PRIESTS were but different Ranks or Degrees of th 
ſame Order, or. different Names for the ſame Mice. 
Confirmation of this he produced the Erudition of 
Cbriſtian Man, publiſned in the Reign of King H 
NV the Eighth; with the Approbation of moſt e 


thoſe who ſubſcribed the Articles; which ſays, Of 


«© theſe Two ORD ERS ONLY, that is to ſay; PRIESI 
* and Dzacons, Scripture maketh expreſs: mentiol 


2 2 Prajt 


No Objection of Mr. A's, nor of the 


be 


ef Volume of the Hiftory of the Puritans. © 


Prayer and Impoſition of Hands“?! All 


Powers and Juriſdiction of one Biſhop over ano- 


„ther is of human Appointment.” But ſince this 
Authority is not ſufficient, 'ſome others ſhall now be 
Dae. - CH PL | EG 
Mr. TinparL, who tranſlated the New Teſtament 


into Engliſh,” and ſealed it with his Blood in the Reign 
of King HENRY the Eighth, has theſe Words in his 


Practice of Popiſb Prelates ; „The Apoſtles follow- 
„ing, and obeying the Rule, Doctrine and Com- 


% mandment of our Saviour, ordained in his King- 
« dom and Congregation, Two OFrricers, one 
« called after the Greek Word, Biſhop, in Engliſh an 
« Overſeer”; WHICH SAME was called Prieſt, after 
e the Greet Another Officer they choſe and 


« called him Dzacon,: after the Greek ; a' Miniſter * 


« in Eng/i/p, to miniſter Alms to the Poor — All 


that were called E/ders or Prieſts (if they ſo will) 
were called Biſbops alſo, though they have now 


« divided the Names“ . 
Mr. JohN LAM ER T, another Martyr in the 


J ſame Reign, has theſe Words, . As touching Prieſt- 
hood in the Primitive Church, when Vircue bare 
the moſt room, there were no more Officers in the, 


« Church than Bishops and Deacons, as witneſ- 


„ ſech, beſides . Scripture, full apertly Hierom, in 


“ his Commentary upon St. Paul's Epiſtles, where- 
“ as he faith, that thoſe we call Prieſts were all one, 
and no other but Biſhops, and the Biſhops none but 
« Prieſts.” ED Ta, 1 

Archbiſhop CRAN MER is a Name of great Autho- 
rity ; this Prelate confeſſes in his Reſolutions to King 
EpwaRrD's Queſtions, that the Names of Biſhops 
and Prieſts are confounded in Scripture. 


23% 


But to put this Matter beyond all Queſtion, Bi- vol. I. 


ſhop Burnet. has preſerved an Original Paper of theſe Append. 


Times, entitled, A Declaration of the Functions and P. 32. 


Divine Inſtitution of Biſhops and Prieſts, Which con- 
cludes. thus, after having maintained, that the _ 


3 7M 
* * . * 


— . — 241 Ra; 
— 
„* — 
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24 AA Revermof the Principal Facts ocjected to the 
af both Functions were the ſame. ** The Truth is, 
& That in tbe. New Teſtament there is no mention made of 
„ any. Degrees: or Diſtinction of Orders, but any of 
„ DREACONS 05 MixIsT ERS, and of PRIESTS or Bl. 
« s Hops.“ This Declaration was ſigned by more 
than Thirty ſeven Divines and Civilians, among which 
were Thirteen Biſhops, viz, Thomas [ Cranmer] Cant, 
Edward Ebor. Fobn London, Cuthbert Durham, Jobn 
Lincoln. Jobn Bath, Tho. Ely, Jobn Bangor, Nicolas 


Sarum, Edward Hereford, ' Hugo Wigorn, John Roghe- fi 
ſter, Richard Ghicheſter, Nicolas Wotton, Cox, Reds 


mayn, & e. 1 6658 
I might add the Teſtimonies of Alley Biſhop. of 
Exeter, in the beginning of the Reign of Queen El 
zabeth; Pilkingion of Durbam, Jewel of Saliſbury, 
 Whitgift of Canterbury, who all declare with St. Ferom 
and Auſtin, the Office of a Biſhop to be above the 
Office of a Prieſt, not by Authority of Scripture, but 
by the Cuſtom of the Church. Let the Reader judge 
now, whether it was az Exceſs of Zeal in Mr, NN. to 
preſs the Reformers into this Opinion. | 
_ Oo NAL, and has ſaid, That it is almoſt the (ame-with 
p. 58,59. Hat now inuſe —- Again (ſays Mr, %) ** The 
det Form of ordaining a PRIESH OR a Bishop is the 
% SAME i. e. with that now in uſe] tbere being no 


„ expreſs Mention, in the Words of Ordination, whe- 


<& ther. it be for the one or the other Oſſice; but this has 
ic hen alter 'd of late Tear. This is his material 
« Proof.” If this was an Exceſs of Zeal, it is not 


Mr, N's but Biſhop Burnuel's, from hom he tran- 

Hiſt. Ref. ſcribed it: His Words are theſe, They (viz. the 
ys II. „ Reformers) agreed on a Form of ordaining Dea- 
144. 


WY yet ue. except ſome few Words that have been 


added ſinoe, in the Ordination of a PRIESH OR Bi-Y 
<« SHOP ;; for there was then no expreſs Mention made 


jn the Words of Ordaining them, that it was for 


«+ the one or the other Office: In both it was ſaid, . 


& Recerve 


But he has appealed to King Epwarp's OzD6 


c cons, Prieſts and Biſhops, which is the ſame we! 


F, 


e 


they 
uſing 


nin Volume of the Hiftory of the Puritans, % 
« Rective thou the Hoh Gheſt, &c. But this having 
« beeti fince made we of, to prove both Functions 
« the ſatne, it was of late Years-4lter'd as it is now?” 


. 


This Remark (ſays Mr. Collyer) put me upon com- Ecel. Hif 


. firſt Ordinal With 
third 
« found them exactly the ſame; but after wards pt- 


« ruſing this Office, as it ſtands reviewed at the $4- 


a *: 4; 
+. 1 1 * 
. - \ —_ 


| that Publiſtied in the Vol. IL 
dition of Sp4r/vis's Collection, „ and here Ip. 290. 


if Biſhop Burnet's Obſetvation was right, this Gen- 


1 Miſrepreſentation, and ſays the Weight of it muſft 
1 \/ YO At. 360) i of4 ATE 


* 


The only material Difference in the Forms of Or 


Conſecration of 4 Biſhop, he is exhorted to Mini- 


ER Drscirl INE, Which is not mentioned in the Or? 


dinatioft of a Prieſt; and yet in Archbiſhop Park##'s 


Conſteration, | Which was according to King EB- 


watp's Ordinal, there is no mention of MII- 


RIM Drsci pri the Words are theſe," „Then grrype's 


ing, "Exhortation and Dotirine 4 think upon theſe 
« Thitgs contained in this Book; be diligent in them, 
i that the Tacreaſe coming thereby may be manifeſt to all 
i Men, Take heed 10 thy ſelf, and unto by teaching A 
he diligent in doing them, for in doing this thou ſhalt 


« ſave thy ſelf and them that bear thee, through" Feſus 
« Chrift our ; Foes Here is not a Word of Diſiplite, 


though it was according to King EDWwARKB's Ordinal. 
But before we leave this Article, Mt. N. would beg 
leave to mention one Teſtimony more, to ſhew, xhat 
in theſe Times the Exerciſe of Diſeipline was not 
hought to be reſerved only to the Biſhop, and that 
$ the Learned Archbiſhop Uſher, whoſe Book, enti- 
tuled, the RedatFion of Epiſcopacy to the Form of Synodi- 
al Government, begins thus, By ORDER or THE 
« Cxvrxca or ENGLAND, all Preſbyters are charged 

? h 66 to 


delivered the Holy Bible into his Hands, L. Panter, 
"theſe Words to him, Give heed to thy" Read. P. 58, 605 


# 


wad * 
* 9 - 


26 N 4 V the 


} 
ont! 
v CON 


» us. ut 


the Discirlixz oof Chriſt, as Sho Lord bath c ſow 

<6 manded, and as. this Realm hath received thi 

„ fame; and that they might the better underſtan# by 
"+. <<, what the Lord had commanded therein, the Ex "m 
.-:2 ., |<. hortation of St. Paul to the Elders of the Churcli i 
cc at Epbeſus is read to them; Take beed 10 your ſelves 

4 and to all ibe Flock among whom the Holy Ghoſt, by 25 
mapuai- | e made. you Overſeers, 10 "RULE the, Congregation» 33 
— e Cod Therefore, without diſputing abouly7-;, 
> 6. Red the Meaning of the Word OxpER, the Reader ma cal 
xii. 5. determine how far Mr. N. has made good his Aſſerl ork 
xix. 15. tion, that in the Opinion of the Reformers, BIsHO mods 
and PRIESTS. were: veſted with the ſame Powers; an be! 
. were but ee Names for one and abe gre ak | 


40 vg 9 in a 5 es Church: Government, fo early, 
£ ww univerſally, ſo conſtantly received, pere great Ohl 
c cles. No INSTANCES. oF PRESBYTERS- EXERC 
„ SING THE DISTINGUISHING OFFICE or A BIA, 4, 
No Example of a Man's being a Biſhop one Day wil m- 
4 Chairman or Moderator] and a meer Preſbyter ia Cl 
. ext —* One would think- this Gentleman h. an 
read over the Fathers with a critical Exactneſs, thifcc 4 
She ventures to paſs a Negative upon the Practice 
the Church for fifteen Hundred Tears. How Ignt 
rant were our. firſt Reformers of the Senſe and Pr 
Rice of the firſt Ages of Chriſtianity ! And how df or. 
plorable is the Comtlition of the foreign Reform. x4 
Churches, which have no Dioceſan Biſhops ! Unha.. I 
and illiterate Divines, to fix upon a Form 
Church Government unknown to all Aniquiyet 


16 


5 contre 


che frft. Volume of the Hiſtory of the Puritans: 
and@-ontrary to that which was ſo ea/ly, ſo univerſally, and 
mi conſtantly received, till the late Reformation! Have 
Ae no Biſhops of a ſuperior Order to Prefbyters? 
Then it is to be feared, ye have no ordained Mini- 
ers, and confequently no Sacraments, for none but 
Wiſhops may ordain, and none but the ordained Cler- 
ry may adminifter the Sacraments. There is not a 
Aigle Inflance'in all Antiquity, of a Preſbyter*s exerciſing 
n he diſtinguiſhing Offices of a Biſhop But is this 

Writer infallible ? Mr. N. does not pretend to ſo cri- 
cal an Acquaintance with the ancient Fathers as this 
entleman; but if be would condeſcend to read a 
odern Author, I would recommend to his peruſal 
he Lord Chancellor Kinc's' Conftitution of the Primi- L. H. chan. 
ve Church, whoſe Definition of a Prefbyter is, that King? 
« be is a Perſon in holy Orders, having thereby an n ** 
. RENT RICH T TO PERFORM THE WHOLE OFFICE others, 
or A Bis Hop, but having no Pariſh, not actually diſ Part I. 
charging it without his leave.” His Lordſhip under - Chap. IV. 
"Fakes to prove in the ſame Chapter, That Preſby- 
e ters were called by the fame Titles, and that they 

are expreſly ſaid to be of ihe very ſame ſpecifick 
nabe Order with Biſhops, though they differ'd in Pre- 
© eminence or Degree; — That they xuI ED in 
thoſe Churches to which they belonged. — That 
they preſided in Church Conſiſtories with the Bi- 
Hog ſhop That they had the Power of Excom- 

© munication, and of reſtoring Penitents to the 
Churches Peace That they confirmed —— 
e and, that there are clearer Proofs of Preſbyters or- 
« daining, than of their adminiſtring the Lord's Sup- 
per.“ The ſame learned Author maintains, that 
« there were but two Orders, [v:z,] of BrsHoes and 
% Dzacons' inſtituted by the Apoſtles; and if they 
e ordained but two (ſays he) I think no one had ever 
L* a Commiſſion to add a Third, or to ſplit one into 
„ Two, as muſt be done, if we ſeparare the Order of 
e Prefby ters from the Order of Bifhops — How 
contradictory — Is to our —_— 

1 | | S who 


A Reveiw of the Principal Fats objected to The 
who aſſures us upon his own great Reading and Repy Truſt 
tation [for he quotes no Authority] that 20 Iuſtane i iſſun 
can be given of a Preſbyter's exerciſing the diſtinguiſbin l bis l 
Office of a Biſbop; whereas his Lordſhip has produce alls 
ſundry Authorities and Examples from the moſt an a De/ 
cient Fathers to the contrary, which I hope thi Offic 
Writer will conſult from the Margin; and in the di 


71d p. 88, ſtinguiſhing Point of Ordination his Lordſhip aven Fo 


94, 95, 
102, 
E ſeq. 


There are clearer Proofs of Preſbyters doing it, than of da 
their adminiſtring the Lord's Supper. But leſt h“ ½ 


Ed. 1691. Lordſhip's Acquaintance with Eccleſiaſtical Antiqui * de 


vide 
H. Pur. 
Vol. II. 


p. 40. 


making their own Biſhops, from the Days of Mark, 


p. 65. 


Vindic. 
Ch. of 
Scotland, 
336. 


ty ſhould not be thought by this Gentleman equal tal th 
his own, I would beg leave to ſupport it with the 
Teſtimony of two as eminent Biſhops as the laſt Ape 
has produced; one is Biſhop Moreton, who declare 
in his Apologia Catholica, that To ORDain was the an 
cient Right of Preſbyters. The other is Archbiſhox 
Uſper, who being aſked by King Charles I. in the Il. 
7. Wight, Whether he found in Antiquity, that Pre. 
yters alone ordained any? He anſwered Yzs; and 
that he could ſhew his Majeſty more, even wwher 
Preſbyters alone ſucceſſively ordained Biſhops, and inſtan. 
ced in the Preſbyters of Alexandria, chooſing anc 


till Heraclas and Dionyſius. And becauſe this Wri- 
ter is pleaſed to introduce Biſhop: Burnet as a Pa- 
tron of the Imparity of Biſhops and Preſbyters Mi. Lie 
N. will confront him with his Lordſhip's own Words 7 
« As for the Notion of diſtinct Offices of Biſhop and Clerg 
« Preſbyter (ſays his Lordſhip) I confeſs tis not foff* en 
& clear to me, and therefore, ſince I look upon the ral Y 
« Sacramental Actions as the higheſt of ſacred Per- Did [ 
& formances, I cannot but acknowledge, thoſe who who 
« areempowered for them muſt be of the HIOHEST Chur 
« OFpFicE in the Church.” - „ © 1:1 1:46 x40 or C 

Where now are our Author's Trophies ! Have theſe con 
great Divines and Antiquaries miſtaken the Senſe l SC! 
and Practice of the whole Chriſtian Church for fifteen ice 
Hugdred Years? Have they taken Things 5 all 


firſt Volume of the Hiſtory of the Puritans. 
Truſt? Or is not this Gentleman too haſty and 


2 M:fuming? Who not content with one bold Stroke of 
bis Pen to have claimed all Antiquity to his Side, 


be 


1 Deſign to ſerve his Cauſe by perverting the publick - 


is he) other Methods were to be tried, and the very 
„Form of conſecrating a Biſhop, who had before been or- 
| * dained a Prieſt, be employed to prove there was, in 

"i ihe Opinion of the Compilers of that Form, no ſuch Or- 
der as Biſbops in the Church. Such an Attack up- 
on the moral Character of an Adverſary is not very 
Fg<nerous. But after what has been ſaid with Rela- 
ion to King Epwarp's Ordinal, I ſhall leave it to 
lis own and the Reader's Reflection. 


Hiſtory of the Puritans on this Point, for which he turns 
is Reader to the very End of the Book [p. 594.] 
They [the RG acknowledged (ſays Mr. N.) 
but two Orders of Clergy of Divine Inſtitution (viz. 
* Biſhops, or Ptieſts, and Deacons, and yet nothing is 
more plain, than that they did not think a Deacon 
to be a Clergyman, nor would allow him to act as 
a Miniſter,” By this odd Account of Mr. N. (ſays 
our Author) it plainly appears, ibe Puritans believed 
Pa- 7wo Orders of Clergymen, one of which, in their Opi- 
nion, was no Order at all.” Did then Mr. Cart- 
Fright, B. D. believe himſelf to be no Miniſter or 
clergyman (to uſe the Language of this Writer) 
when he preached at St. Mary's in Cambridge for ſeve- 
ral Years, only upon the Foot of Deacon*s Orders? 
der. Did Mr. Travers of the Temple, and Mr. Fenner, &r. 
rhofrho never advanced higher than Deacons in the 
rs Church of England, think themſelves no Miniſters 

Lor n they were ordained abroad? 
jeſell confeſs, the Word Miese, or Clergy, is no where 


— 


nſe lin Scripture, as I remember, appropriated to Church 
eenf{</icers, nor was it the Language of the Puritans, it 
ponſvall therefore be ſtruck out; but the Truth is, moſt 


it! E 2 | of 


5 — 


alls unmercifully on Mr. N. and repreſents him as in 


thiYOffices of the Church. This being the Caſe (ſays p. 65. 


But till it ſeems, à peculiar Infelicity attends the p. 68, 


30. A Reviewdf the Principal Ruck ohjefted to the 


of the Puritanical Lecturers of: thoſe Times accepted 
of Deacons Orders ro qualify. them to preach and 
baptize, though they refuſed; for ſome Reaſons; to 
be ordained; Prieſts. They believed the Order or 
Office of a Deacon to be equally of Divine Inſtitution 
with that of a Prieſt or Biſbop, and that his diſtin» 
guiſhing Province was 0 ſerve Tables, or to manage 
the ſecular. Affairs of the Congregation, according 
to the Inſtitution, Alls vi. 2, 3. and the Practice o 
the foreign Reformed Churches; and if theit Diſei- 
pline had been: eſtabliſhed; they would no douht have 
confined them to their proper Bufineſs y but as Mats 
ters ſtood with the Church of England; they were 
content to yield this Point for the preſent, and a6 
cept of a Liberty to preach and — under ſuch a 
Character, rather than forego their Miniſtry, er be 
obliged (by; taking up the Office of a Pf̃ieſt) to all 
tzhbe Parts pf Pafochial Service. 0 1b 
of the 1i- We come now to the Worſßip of the Church of 
wur) a England which our Author inttoduces wnh's large 
ene Encomium upon the pablicÞ Li rund, and its 


Prayer, 


Vindie. Preference to the Geneva Forms. And here again 


p. 69, e. (ſays he) Queen Elizabeth is fo unbappy as to incur ibi 


Gentleman's\Dijpleaſure ; though he has not once de- 

clared his own Sentiments, nor ſo much as comimended 

the Puritans for objecting to the Liturgy's being ta- 

Hiſt. Fur. ken out of the Maſs Book, but excuſed it from the 
F 51 Inadvertency of the Compilers, or the Neceſſity of 
5.6, the Times. Mr. V. had allowed, that ihe Puritans 
5755 did not. object. to preſcribed Forms of Prayer, | provided 
they migbl Dave been indulged à Liberty of altering or va- 

p. 76, 81.7 ying ſome Expreſſions. - Upon which our Author ex- 
claims, as if the Fabrick of the Church,; and the 

whole Proteſtant Religion was in danger. This 

had been an effectua! Way (ſays he) to throw the 

** whole Nation into great Confuſion, and give the 

„ Papiſts ſuch Advantage, as would have enabled 
them to ſubvert the Proteſtant Religion. What! 

* the Popiſh,, Lutheran; and Calviniſtic Clergy, al- 

"By « ter 


be Vi Volume of the Hiſtory of the Puritann. 3 
ted ter or vary [an Expreſſion in] the pablick Pray- 
and ers, as any of them thought proper! By this hope- 
to ful Scheme, When Minifters were forbid to preach. 

of © aga inſt one another, they had a ſure Way of con- 
ion .' tinuing Diſſenſions in their Prayers.“ , Wonder-. 
tin ful” And might they; not ſtill have done this in their, 
age ¶ conceived Prayers before Sermon? Or ought they not, L. Parker, 
ing for the ſame Reaſon, to have been forbid Preaching, p. 84. 
"of and confined to reading the Homilies, ſince there was. 
ſei- Jas much Danger of their Preaching, as of their 
ave ¶ Pray ing againſt each other? It was once recommend _-. 
lat: cd to the Diſcretion of Miniſters, to change the Leſ- 
ere I ſons or Chapters in the publick Service; and would 

ac. the Inconvenience have been greater, if ſome little 

ha ladulgence had been granted them in the Prayers? 

be Sure T am, it would have been a more catholick and 

all Y comprehenſive Scheme, which this Gentleman, when, 
le can turn it againſt the Puritans, is very fond gf: 

of But this not being Mr, N's bopefup, Proje, tho? this 
Writer is pleaſed to charge it upon him, the Hiſto: p. 82. 
flan is hot anſwerable for it. 3 
Our Author proceeds next to vindicate the Church of tte Ha- 
in retaining the HABTTS. Mr. N. had ſaid, that Qucen b.. 
© ELIZABRTH's Common-Prayer-Book was hardly P. 84, 87. 
*« equal to that which was ſet out by King ED WAR D, 
% and confirmed by Parliament in the fifth Year. of 
e his Reign ; for <6hereas in that Liturgy all the Gar- 
i ments were laid aſide but the Surplice, the Queen nom 
returned to King EDWARD's FIRST. Book, where: 
in Capes and other Garments were ordered to be 
- uſed.” And is not this true? Les, but it had. 
been more generous and impartial (ſays he) to 
have mentioned the Queen's Injunctions, that fol- 
* lowed ſoon after, wherein her Majeſty inſiſted 
e only on the Habits of King Epwazp's ſecond Li- 
« tyrgy.” Mr. N. is very ſenſible of the Queen's 
Condeſcenſion, but is of Opinion, that it was not 
ſowing to the Queen's Inclinations, but to the un- 
ſettled State of her Affairs, it being neceſſary at firſt 
| e to 


* 
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do proceed with great Caution, and offend as few 
among the Proteſtants as poſſible ;. for which Rea- 
ſon even the Habits were not urged with ſo much Ri- 
r as when the Government and Church were better 
ettled; but if there be any Aſper/on.1n this Caſe, tis 
the Law has aſperſed her Majeſty's Reformation, 
and not Mr. N. for the Law returned us back to King 
EpwaRD's firſt Liturgy ; according to Archbiſhop 
Hhiteift, who ſets down the Difference between the 
two Books thus, 8 | 


Strype's King Enwarp's ſecond I Queen ELIZABETH“ 
Ann. v. To | | = 


Book bas it thus : Bool bas it ibu: 

«© The Miniſter at the 
«© Time of the Commu- 
& nion, and at all other 
Times in his Miniſtra- 
«© tion, ſhall' uſe. ſuch 
«© Garments as were in 
<«-uſe. by Authority of 


The Miniſter at the 
« Time of the Commu- 
« nion, and at all Times 
« in his Miniſtration, 
% ſhall uſe neither Albe, 
Veſtment, nor Cope, but 
e being an 'Archbiſhop | | 
« or Biſhop, ſhall wear 1 Parliament, in the Sx- 
% 4 Rochet, and being a | ** co Year of the 
_ «© Prieſt or Deacon a Sur- | ** Reign of King EDp- 
"TS plice only.” 2 cc WARD „ 4g nl 


'$ 
2 


And though her Majeſty was pleaſed to indulge 
her Clergy with the Habits of King EDpWARD's ſe- 
cond Book, yet in her own Chapel ſhe kept to the 
firſt, contrary to her Injunctions; the Prieſts attend- 
ed in their Copes ; Crucifixes and lighted Candles 
were upon the Altar, Gentlemen an 
their Surplices, with a Variety of Muſical Inſtru- 


ments and Voices, and almoſt all the Theatrical 


Pomp of Rome, which gave Occaſion to Archbiſhop 
Laud and his Party, in the Reign of King Charles I. 
to reduce the whole Church to this Standard, which 
they called the pureſt Times of Queen ELiZABEzTH- 


| Mr, 


Children in 


firft Volume 'of the Hiſtory of the Puritans. 
Mr. N. has related at large the Sentiments of the 
Reformers concerning the Habitis, and made it ap- 
pear, they did not ſußmit to them of Choice, but of 
Neceſſity, to keep the Church in the Queen's Fa- 
vour, which is ſo evident, that one would think no 
Writer of Credit could diſpute it. I my ſelf (ſays Sermn 
« Biſhop Burnet) have ſeen the Letters of the chief e fi. 
„ Biſhops of that Time, from which it appears, char 7 
« the Queen's Stiffneſs in maintaining ſome Ceremo- 1688. 
« nies, flowed not from their Counſel, but from the 
« Practice of ſome diſguiſed Papiſts.“ Hinc illz 
lachryme ! The firſt Biſhops that were made, and 
* who were but newly returned out of Exile (ſays Ann. V. I. 
« Mr. S:rype) as Cox, Grindal, Horne, Sandys, Jewel, P. * 77. 
« Parkhurſt, Benthorn, upon their firſt Return, la- 
„ boured all they could, againſt receiving into the 
“ Church the Papiſtical Habits, but could not ob- 
e tain it from the Queen and Parliament. When 
« the Habits were enacted they confulted what to 
do, being in ſome doubt whether to enter upon 
« their Functions, but they concluded not to deſert 
« their Miniſtry.* They plainly expreſſed their 
Diſlike of the Habits (ſays Biſhop Burnet) and wiſh- Burner's 
ed them thrown out of their Churches. All the Lett. p.46. 
« Biſhops that had been beyond Sea (ſays Grindal) 
dealt with the Queen to let the Habits fall, but 
e ſhe was inflexible.” But this Gentleman will vin- p. 92» 
dicate her Majeſty's Stine, and argue for the Wiſ- 
dom and Prudence of continuing the Habits for the 
ake of the Populace, eſpecially, when it was de- 
lared, that no Holineſs was imputed to them ; which he 
may do without any Diſturbance from Mr. N. at pre- 
ent, becauſe it has little Relation to the Hiſtory, 
ind we ſhall meet with the Return of this Argument 
n his Appendix. | | 
Our Author concludes his firſt Chapter, with a of the Di- 
Defence of the DrsciplINE of the Church, which he /cipline 75 
onfeſſes is not ſo perfełt as good Men wiſb, and as the Bi- 2 8535 , 
5 — ſbops d ; 
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ſovops frequently. and carneſtly endeavoured ta render it, 
May not this. then ſerve as: ſome Apology for the 
Zeal of the Puritans? Why might not they endeavour 
to render the Diſcipline of the Church more perfect 
as well as the Biſhops? Or, if the Biſhops deferred the 
Cauſe. why might they not purſue it in a legal Man- 


ner? for If the Abuſes which gave Occaſion to the 


« Malecontents to complain, had been effectually re- 
«© dreſſed (ſays Biſhop Burnet) that Party muſb 


« have had little to work upon.“ If it be ſaid the 


Abuſes were not worth contending for; let us hear 


Ibid. 


the abovementioned learned Hiſtorian, who havi 
mentioned ſeveral Objections againſt. the Eugliſb Re- 
formation, admits, that there are a great many other 


« A buſes brought in, in the worſt Times, and now 


& purged out of ſome of the Churches of the Roman 
& Communion, which yet continue, and are too 


& much in uſe among us, ſuch. as Pluralities, Non-f 


« Reſidencies, &c. ſo that it may be ſaid, that /ome of 
& the manifeſt. Corruplions f Popery, where they, are 
cc recommended by the Advantages that accompany them, 
& "are not thoroughly purged out, The Want of pub- 


d lick Penance, and Penitentiary Canons, is indeed 


. 


« a very great Defect ; our Church does not deny it, 
« but acknowledges it, in the Preface to the Office 
« of Commination. — A Platform was made 
« of an Eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline, but it was not pro- 
<« ſecuted with that Zeal that the Thing required in 
« Queen ErizaBtTH's Time.“ Strange! tha 
none of theſe manifeſt Corruptions of Popery ſhould 
be removed in almoſt two Centuries; or that i 
ſhould be ſuch an unpardonable Crime in the Puri 
cans to attempt it in a peaceable Manner: Bur ſtill 
(ſays our Author) the Hierarchy of the Church, im 
perfect as it was, is much better than the Gene- 
Model; or what the Puritans called their Holy Diſci 
Pline, which Mr. NV. will not debate, being no mort 
fond of Eccleſiaſtical: Power, or Oaths cx fa, 


Air Volume of the Hiſtory of the Parirats. 38 
the Hands of Lay-Elders, than in a Convocation or | 
Biſhop's Court. - As for the Conformity of the two 
Schemes to Scripture and Primitive Antiquity, the 
Learned of different Perſuaſions will judge for them- 
ſelves; but out Author can have no great Reaſon to 
boaſt of the Largeneſs or Catholiciſm of King Ep- 
wakp's Diſcipline, when © he conſiders the cruel 
Hardſhips which the Puritans ſuffered under it for 
above one Hundred Years: Hardſhips which no Art 
of Man can diſguiſe, nor Length of Time deface! 
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whe Pro- THERE is a ſecond Obſervation (ſays our Authat) 
greſs of the L which naturally offers it ſelf upon this, Occaſian, 
Controver- (y1z.) that the Purilans, did not deſirs a Toleration, but 
4 eee the Eftabliſhment of their,own. Scheme; ſuch an Eſtabliſb. 
gans and ent as would bave kept all otbers out of the Cburch. 
tze church. Again, They expreſly refuſed a Taleration when ſomething 
Vindic. of that Jeems to be intended for them. And what is this 
put io, to Mr, N's Hiſtory ? But to ſer this Matter in a clear 
287. Light, it muſt be obſerved, that for the firſt twelve 
or fourteen Years of Queen ELIZABETH the Puritans 
contended only for a Reformation of ſome Abuſes or 
Imperfections in the Hierarchy; and had theſe been 
redreſſed, the Separation, in all Appearance, had 
been prevented, and the Malecontents (according to 
Biſhop Burnet) would have had nothing to work up- 
on. But the penal Laws, and the Queen's Injuncti- 
ons, being executed every Vear with greater Rigor, 
Inſtead of bringing the. Puritans into the Church, 
drove them further ffom it. Thie Spirits of Men 
were heated with; Controverſy, which produced 
coarſe and indegeit Language on both; Sides. The 
high Behaviour of the Biſhops was no Advantage to 
their Character; nor were the angfy Reſentments 
of the Puritans any Credit to theirs; thõugh, perhaps, 
the more excuſable on the Accoumt of their Oppreſ- 

ſions. f 3 
At length a new Generation of warmer Spirits 
aroſe, with Mr. Cartwright (Lady Margaret Profeſſor 
in Cambridge) at their Head, who, inſtead of confining 
his Diſputes in the Univerſity to the Popiſh Habits, 


the Croſs in Baptiſm, kneeling at the Lord's Supper, 


and a few other Rites and Ceremonies, ſtruck at ſome 
of the main Pillars of the Hierarchy, and opened 
the Controverly into ſeveral other Branches, which 
ſeemed to portend its Subverſion rather than Amend- 

py | | ment. 


be 


6 3 8 OOO AS do ann Y BÞ 
Frſt Volume of the Hiftory of the Puritans. | 
ment. To carry on this Deſign, the Imperfe&ions 
of the preſent Eſtabliſhment were laid open, in the 
firſt and ſecond HMulinonition to the Parliament, about 
the Year 1 572. and a new F orm of, Government, 
like the Geneva Platform, was propoſed in its Room; 
but for this the Authors were ſent to Newgate, and 
Cartwright,” aſter ſome Lime, retired beyond Sea. 
Thus the Puritans were divided among them- 


4A 


ſelves 3 the 5 Generation declaring they would give 
themſelves and tke Church no, further Trouble, if 
they might be diſpenſed with fübferibing to the Uſe of 
the Habits, and the above-mentioned Ceremonies; and 
of theſe there remained a'very conſiderable Number, 
throughout the greateſt Part of this Reign. The ſe- 
cond Generat#y were more zealous in the Cauſe, ap- 


: * 


prehending it! their Duty, by all lawful Means, to 
attempt afarther Reformation in the Churck of Eng- 
land, by ſetting afide the Remains of Antichriſt, and 
obtaining 4 Jegal Eſtabliſhnient of What they appre- 
hended to be the Diſcipline of Chrift, which, accord. 
ing to them: was Preſbyterial, or at leaft a College of 


Preſbyters, with 4 ſtated Preſident, called after- 


wards by the Name of Bisnob, at their Head. At 
length there aroſe à Hhird Generation, about the Year 
1584. (under the Name of Brown1is'rs) of warmer 


and more uncharitable Spirits than both the former; 


theſe, denied the. Church of England to be a true 
Church, and ürged the Neceſſity of a Separation, 
not only from that but even from Geneva it ſelf. It 
the Reader will Keep theſe Diſtinctions in mind, he 
wilheaſily diſeern, that as the younger Set of. Biſnops 
were more rigid and ſevere in girdipg the Eccleſiaſti- 
cal Laws upbn the Puritans,” cheſe, by degrees, te. 
moved to a greater Piſtance from the Eſtabliſhment, 
Our Author has waſted a great many Pages in 
probing, that the ſecond Gentration of Puritans were 
for their 'own”"Eſtablifoment, excluſive of all others, and 
that they would have enforced it with wholjame Severities, 
if the Poder bad been 3 But what has 
i 2 | Mr. 
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Mr. N. to do with this? Has he denied or concealed 
this Part of their Hiſtory ? Has he not ſaid, That 
„both Parties (viz. Churchmen and Puritans) agreed 
% too well in aſſerting the Neceſſity of Unitormury 
« of publick Worſhip, and of calling in the Sword 
„of the Magiſtrate for the Support and Defence of 
& their ſeveral Principles, which they made an ill 
„ ufe of in their Turns, as they could graſp the 
« Power into their Hands.” . Again, Nei, 
e ther Party were for admitting that Liberty of 
« Conſcience, and Freedom of Proteſſion, which is 
« every Man's Right, as far as is conſiſtent with the 
% Peace of n — Ad further, 
« That their Zeal for their Platform would have 
© betrayed: them into the Impoſition of it upon 
<« others, if it had been eſtabliſhed by Law.“ But 
did thoſe narrow and uncharitable Principles of che 
Puritans give the Church a Right to make uſe of the 
fame Weapons againſt Men, that had not been guils 
ty of any Overt-Acts of Sedition or Rebellion ?. Mr 
N. agrees with this Writer, that it was, an Act of 
Goodneſs, as well as Viſdom in the, Government 


not to put the Weapons of Authority into the Puri 


tans Hands ; and he muſt beg leave to add, it had been 
no leſs Wiſdom and Goodneſs not to have put them 


into the Hands of the Biſhops. 


the Eſtabliſhment of their own Diſcipline, why might 
they not be allowed a Toleration Our Author replies, 
Mey did not deſire it; nay, they exprefly refuſed a Telera-+ 
tion, when ſomething of that Sort ſcems to bg intended for them, 


But if the Puritans were to blame in attempting 


1s ix poſſible to believe, that Men ſhould be ſulpended, 


deprived, and impriſoned, to the Ruin of themſeſves and 
their Families, and not accept of a Toleration? Would 
not Mr. Cartwright and his Brethren have continued 
their Miniſtry in the Church, if they might bave 
been diſpenſed with, as Father Fox. and ſome few 


others were? No, ſays this Writer, for - agreeably. ta 


their Exbortation, of yielding io 20 TQLERATION, wor 
1 9 accepi- 
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accepting of any IN pT NE, in al their Petinions p- 288, 
Admonitiom, ' Stpplications, © &c. WIE SEE NOTHING 
or A ToOLEWATION FOR THEMSELVES ONLY. This 
bold and perem Aſſertion muft ariſe from great 
Ignorance, et ſomerhing worſe. It would be too te- 
dious to tranſeribe the Numbers of Petitions, which 
are before me; to the contrary; but the Reader will 
find an Abſtract of ſome of them in the Hiftory of 
the- Puritans pi 404, 405, St. in which they de- 
clare their Readineſs to ſubſcribe the doctrinal Atti- | | 
cles, and promiſe, if they may be diſpenſed with as 
to the Habits and redete, they will mie bg 
Diſturbance in the Church, nor ſeparate 
The Miniſters of London in the ane Year Ro 
applied to the Convocation in moſt humble Manner, 
to be a' Means to the Queen, that they might not be 
preſſed to an abſolute Subſcription ta rchbiſhop 
Fbitgiff's Articles; Þ re God, and out 
Saviour Jeſus" Chriſt, that if by any Means they 
might continue their Labours in the Goſpel, they 
would do any Thing that was not ſinful to procure 
it. Reng the Bills chat were brought into Parlia- 
ment for the Reformation of certain, A buſes in the 
Hierarehy, and in the Spiritual Courts, one was 
touching Liberty for yodly Feth, In ſhort, Mr. N. L. 2b. 
— not met with o e Petition to the Queen or P: . 
— 1 for the fieſt twelve or fourteen Years of her vel. l. 
Maje y's Reign, that defires any more than a Diſpen- 5. 450, 
ſation for the Uſe of the Habits, and three or four hs 45 1. 
remonies, and a Redreſs of a few notorious Abuſes; and 
ils ſufflciently evident, that great Numbers of thoſe Pu- 
ritans that ſuffered throughout the Courſe of chis Jong 
Reign, would thankfully have accepted ſuch a Diſpen- 
fation, and given Security fortheirpeaceable Behaviour. 

Bur our Author adds, that ſomething lite 4 Tolera- P. 287. 
tion ſeemed io be intended for them. "Where does this 
appear? Or, = is not ſome Authority produced 
for ſuch an important Fact? This Writer knows, 
ment had — ſuch an Act, the 


. Queen 


N 


) | 


IA i230 


clare roundly, that the trueReaſop of her Majeity*sd4it: | - 

ending Archbiſhop Grindal, was his Indulgenetdothe ¶ thi, 

Dilſenters of thoſe Times. Is it likely then, that the her ſef I mu 

Vindic. intended them à Toleration ? .Burhe agds,. that though Re 
p- 285, 4 LEGAL ToLzrAtiON in form, was not granted, yet Rg 
3 8 hey bad an Indulgence which. amounted; uormuch mare, j I der 
105 permitted” 10, bold Jome Preferments: in the Chir || the 

109, great this, Indylgence was will be geen here Þ «.. 

fete but Mr, N. is einen The Prgteſtant Diß | «1 

enters would rather chopſę a Toleration by Lam, wich 1 

_ ſome. leſs Adyantages, than to lie at æhe Merey of (<< 1 

an arbitrary Prince, to be ſent ac Bngging whenever . 
he pleaſes. Lis admitred;... howeyer,i1by this Gent . 
tleman, that ts Ingulcepce. of the Nunitans was: dim. | © « 
$1544 in this Rejgh 3 , but;heragdds,; hey are 0 than e 
themſetves jor is ,chat.is,..theywere Troybleſome ang Ae 
Noiſy; they. did, not, patiently lie down under the i 
Yoke of, Oppiftlion, but. Gage Hiſturbance robe N41 
Proceedings, of che Bifkqps, and were: frequently Pet f f 
. Ulloning che. Par iament for Relief This, it-leems, t 
Das aß unpargonable . Sing 28 ig,qgit};;a) ways be ace J C 
D counted by arbitrary. and delparigk;Governors.;o Bug | 7 
54 FN, is far from approv ing the hav! 


Alter all, though. | 
Tue of the, Puxilans,: or their harfbw Principleyy % 
he 107 confident, that exgepting dhe raſn Behavir Jrer | 
out of a. Few. (fox, as, this Writer acknqwledges, ao Par 
Man can anſwer for Individuals) their Loyalty sto lan- 


the Queen and, the State was untaintęd's they were bin 
never conyitted.of Plots and Conſpiracies; and, tho bi 7 
they had frequent. Conſultations about their Plaffam, d « 
their Aſſociations were quiet and peacea ble, and their J 
Suhſcriptions were with this Limitation, we promiſe 

Hiſt, Pur. fo obſerve it, as far, as is conſiſtent with the Laws. of tht 
r. 623. Kingdom, and the Peace of the preſent State of the Churgb:1 


* 
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det H E wry fs Dae /aiinof Dies Ear IZABETH; 83 
T mentioned by M N. (ſays our Author) is under lobi. 

the thin Nile, PEACH FORBID 3 and by bis Accotint 7} Vindie. 
Self | muſt be thought the Proclamation was IvalPa againſt the The 28, 
ugh | Reformed "Miniſters. But it was no! the Preachmg of the DES 
% | Reformed thay vecaſi oned this Proclamation. Let the Rea? 
der judge bythe Words of the Proclamation, which are 
r& || theſej:< THe Queen's Majeſty uriderſtanding that there sMype's 
daft be certain Perſons, having in Times paſt the Office Ann. V. I. 
gi „uf the Miniſtry in theChureh; which'now do ptirpoſe Appendix, 
rich to uſe theit! former Office in Preachin and: Mini- P. 4 
ef ſtry, and partly have attempted the fa Tine! aſſem⸗ 
ven bling in the City of London, in ſundty Places; great 
en! Numbers of People; haththought' it neceſſary to 
we | command all her Subjects to forbear to preach, * 
ank |< Wc." Agreeably to this is Mr. Cambder's 
ang Account; . Some Miniſters of the Word (ſays he Hine alt, 
che [<:imparient: of Delay, choſe rather to out- 180 the- &_; 
#he Laws, and to ſow the Doctrine of the Goſpel more oY: 8 ; 
pH freely, firſt in private, and then in Churches, | 
ms, which occaſioning D ſpies: with the Papiſts; "ths , 
ac- Queen ſer forth her Proclamation 4" I 
But Mr. N. bad afferttd in bis Preface,” That the. Vier penal 
the baving conceived a flrong verſion to the Puritans, Phinti Lacs 4 
leg led all ber Artillery agabſt them.” And, has this WIe e * 
vi: ter ſhewn the contrary? Did not her Ma jeſty tell der ier, 
0 Parliament, Anno Regni decims ſeptims, that 1% Paris . 136. 
to ans were dangerous to kingly Rule, every Man according to 
ere bis own Cenſure mating Doom of ibs Validity or PPavity of 
Ibis Prince's Government, with a common Veil and Over 
of God's Word. This was their Crime, auc the 
Ground of the Queen's fixed Averſion to them Her 
Majeſty was yealous' os her ſupreme Authority; Aich. 
he carried ſo high, as to for bid her Parliament ted. g 
0 ing with aon of the Church? NoWans 

% der, 
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. - Law does not, like a two 7 
don Papiſts and Puritans? | : 
the $a. ever ſince, till the late Act of Tolera: 
DVX 
But the chief Intent of theſe Laws (lays out Authoß 


P. 130. 


A Reviewaf the Principal Res 
der, therefore, ſhe would give no Quarter to thoſe 
who put the Houſes upon Meaſutes which tended 


to weaken her deſpotick Power. Look through the 


Statutes of this Reign, and ſee, if almoſt every Penal 
Nay, has not this beet 


. = 
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was to ſuppori the Proteſtant Religion. Were the Puri. 
tans then Enemies to the Proteſtant Religion? Or, 


was it impoſſible to ſuppreſs the daring Inſolence of 


Laws a- 


gainft 


Papiſts, without ſuſpending, ſilencing, and imptiſon- 
ing, ſome of the. moſt zealous Defenders of the Re- 
formation? Mr. NM. is of Opinion, that the Proteſtam 
Rags 2 novo has been con- 

erably ſtrengthened againſt Popery, by the late 
Act of 3 to Aa. Non-Canformiſts;. 

But the Obſervation which ſtands at the Head of 
this Chapter is very ſurprizing, That the Government 


meer Not” ce made no penal Laws againſt the Puritans, as fuch i. ei) 


mit. 
Vindic. 
* 128. 


« meer Non- Conformiſts. If the Government made no 


penal Laws againſt meer Non Conformiſts, then all 
that were ſuſpended, deprived, fined or impriſoned, 
in the former eee Reign, ſuffered with- 
out Law; but was not the Act of Uniformity pointed 
againſt meer Non-Conformiſts, and the Levy ing a Fine 


upon the Laity of twelve Pence a Sunday for not com- 

ing to Church? Was not Dean Sampſan, and others, 
impriſoneg, for meer Non-Conformiiy? When Thirty 
ſeyven out of an Hundred of the London Clergy, were 


ſuſpended, and their Churches ſhut up in the Year 
1565. was it for any Thing elſe? ©* My Maſters 


* and ye Miniſters of London (ſays the Chancellor) 


_ © the e's Pleaſure is, That ſtrictly ye keep 
4 the Unity of Apparel; ye that will ſubſcribe write 
4% Vorto, and thoſe that will not, write -Noro; be 
« brief, make no Words. Not to mention the Act 
of che 35th of ExIzaZITR in this Place, W 

; | | rey 


al Fgfts objetted to the 


& 


12 


the | fore Volume of Abe Hiſtory of the Puritans," 4 
thoſe Articles of Archbiſhop Mbitgiſt, in the Yeat 1684. 
according to Law, or not? If not, then the ſuſpend= 
ing thoſe. that ſuffered by them were ſo, many Ads 
of Church- Tyragny and Oppreſſion ; if they were, 
then there were penal Laws even at that Time againſt 
meer Non-Gonformiſts, for they ſuffered for na other 
Reaſon, but refuling to ſubſcribe his /ecoxd Article, 

that “ the Book of Common- Prayer, and Ordination 
bet) of Prieſts and Deacons, contained nothing contta- 
« ry to the Word of God, and that they would uſe 
© it in all their publick Migiſtrations, and no 
« Other.“ But if Suſpenſions and Deprivations are 
not to be accounted Penalties, was not the Act of 23d 
ELIZz ABE TER, Which laid a Fine of 4 20 a Month 
upon all Perſons that did not come to Church to hear 
Common - Pray er, a penal Law? Was not the Court 
of High Commiſſion erected in this Reign? And, Did 
I not this Court aſſume a Power not only of ſuſpending 
d of and depriviag, but of fining and impriſoning Men 
ment in a ſovere gn Manner for meer Non- Conformity? 
. ei Are there pat numberleſs Inſtances of their Severities 
e no] upon Record, in this and the two following Reigns? 
ally How unguarded then is this Aſſertion, and contrary 
ed; to the molt notorious Facts, that the Government made 
ith-J v0 penal Laws againſt MEER Nown-ConForMisTs? 
ied] Our Author adds, That where they fell within the Of the Le- 
dine Reach of the Laws enacted, upon repeated Plats," Conſpi- - try of 92 5 | 
om-f| racies, and other high Provacalions, againſt Papiſts, Im. „ 7 
ers, | pugners of the Supremacy, and other Diſturbers of tht mardi the 
irty Sale, they were treated with great Lenity and Mildneſs, Puritans, 
But if the Puritans were not chargeable wich plotting Vindic. 
and conſpiring againſt the State, why were they f. 1286. 
brought within the Reach of the Laws made againſt 
ſuch? Was it not poſſible to puniſh a Rebel or Tray- 
tor againſt his Queen and Country, without including 
a peaceable and loyal Proteſtant Non Conformilt ? 

But the moderate and peaceable Non-Conformiſts (ſays p. 13 1. 
he) were not only treated with Lenily but Favour > «and 
though à legal x pj " not granted them. in for * 

| | ioey . 
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they bad an Indulgence, which ambunted i much morti 
Whereas Mr. N. for near five Hundre Pages, has re 
ported tittle- elſe but dreadful Severities againſt the Puri. 
tant; Extcluſions, Suſpenſions, Deprivations,; aid Im pris 
ſonmonis, &c. A very melanchoty Accdunt this! 
But our Author congratulates himſelf, that Mr. N. 


has in ten Lines entirely confuted all he had ſaid in 


five Hundred Pages; becauſe he admitsz that in be Nvar 
1386 (he Holy Diſciplins was ſubſcribed''by above f 
Hundred Clergymen, all hongficed in the'Churth' of Etig- 
land, aſeful Preachers, and of tnſpotie# Lives and Cha: 
rafters, among whom cuore their" thief "Bhaders, Oart- 
wright, ' Travers, Field, Snape, Johnſon, Sparks, 


Cawdrey, Udal, c bat note (fays he) miſs the 


Reader think of this Gentleman's' benby Complaints? J 


anſwer, juſt as before, until he has difproved the Facts 


mentioned in the Hiſtory of the! Puritans,” which he is 
not ſo couragious as to attèmpt. There were more 
than twice five Hundred Clergymen who made 4 
ſhift to keep their Places in the Church, but wifhed 
and prayed for a Reformation, and ſmarted ſeverely 
for attempting it, among whom were all the Perſons 
our Author mentions. Mr. Cartwright was permit- 
ted to enjoy the Maſterſniꝑ of an Hoſpital in Warwick, 
after he had been expell'd the Univerſity, and forced 


to fly his Country in a ſtarving Condition, but before 
he was well warm in his new Settlement he was ſuſpend- 
ed by his Dioceſan; ſummoned before the Star Cham? 
\ ber, and detained two Vears in a cold Priſon, where 


he contracted ſuch Diſtempers as never left bim to his 
Death. Mr. Travers was Lecturer of the Temple, but 


almoſt always in Trouble, and at length being ſilenced 


by Archbiſhop Mphitgifl, was never reſtored; bur ſpent 
the. Remainder of his Days 'in Obſcurity' and great 
Poverty. Mr, Field was Miniſter of Aldermary, Lon- 
don, yet ſuffered above a Year and half*s Impriſon- 
ment in the common Gaol of Newgate, being ſo poor 


as not to have Money to pay for his Lodging and Vi- 


ctuals. Mr. Jobnſan was Miniſter of St. Clement 
\, 4d | Danes, 


* 


Years, 
of Rocheſter Four ; as were! a, great many others; 


firſt Nolume of. thei Hitory of: the Puritans: 
Danes, but ſhut up in a claſe Priſon for Non-Confor-. 
25 hg, he Wert in Poverty and Want. Mr. 
Cawar v Ain a 0 of Luſfingbam in Suffolk, Was 
ſul] pende rr deprived, and, , ſent a Begging with, his 
ae eight, Children, 8 Mr. Udel was Miniſter ot. 
a Thames, but. deprived, impriſoned, 
tried, — to Deaths. for writing in fayour, 
of th e hd po AN dat laſt periſhed in, Priſon, FACTS: 
he, had been gon ned: twoſor three Years. Theſe 
were among. chen chlef, 1 ee the Puritans, and 
back wer in, the Church. I- beſegch the Reader to 
en the reſt, anch to. remembþer2beSurvey of. the. 


Way nties, mentionęd in the Hiſtory of the Pu, 
0 Hor Which takes, Notigg, , that after Twenty. 
cight Lear Eſtabliſhment. ot the:Church.of England, 


there, were. but. wo. Thouſand, preaching. Manifters 
(0 ſerve near ten Thouſand, Churches, ſo that there 
were almpſt eight Thouſand Pariſhes without preachs 
ing Miniſters., Which Account, ip, confirmed by, the 
everend Mr, Fenner, who ed in theſe-Times,. in 
ba, Anſwer to Dr. Bridges, who geclares,, that g tbirdy. 48. 
art; of the dimſters of, England, were covered with; a 
Cloud of Su fer ions. Such was the 5 ol, the G 0. 
vefgment , It HOO 90 JO! YER 41 298 
Tis very cęrtain, pals almoſt ne the. firlt and le; 
copd. eneration of. Puritans were within the 910 
bliſhmenradhes Principles norallowing, them cg 


Parate WE Lk Ire, Church, but ill; they. Wer fre 


quently" in {I rguble,,.and being perſecuted gut of nEe 
Dioceſe, Fes obliged to: take Shelter in angtf¹E .. 


To, give eader a, few. Examples 3 Mir. Hi der- +: T7 
am, * ly; Diripe. (agcorgingrta. Fuller, was 
Miner of. 14150 de In Couch Fort j three. cats, but 


in that 8 ſulpended no Jeſs. than Four. We 
and continued under that Hardſhip almoſt Et 


Mr, Fennerrof Cranbrook uas ſuſpende — 
Mr. F/yburn of Racheſten Five; Mt. ME 


Years, . 


ſome of wham..were: obliged. to give Bond not to 
G53 preach, 


* 
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preach, or elſe be confined in Prifon, "Ti to little 
pur poſe to enquire, by what kind Providence they 
ified Re · admiſſion to their Miniſtry, whether by the 
Intereſt of ſome great Friends, or by the Connivance 
of ſome Biſhops leſs rigorous than others; or by 
Subſcription with a Proteſtation or Reſerve; or by 


a Promiſe of occaſional Compliance. The Facts I 


have mentioned ſtand upon Record, as a Demon-' 
ſtration of the unjuſtifiable Rigor of the Times. 
And Mr. N. is of Opinion, that the moſt effectual 
Way to confute his Hiſtory, would be to enter into 
a particular Detail of Facts, and to ſhew from àü- 
thentick Teſtimonies, that the Perſons he mention 
aß ſuffering did not ſuffer in the Manner he relates; 
or, that the au Puniſtmeni, they under went were 
feally 'wholſome Sevefitics,” and juſtifiable both by the 
"ws of the Land and the Laws of Chriſt. But it 


lll anfwer no End to deal in a few general 'Propo- 
fitions, or to inſtance in a few who were diſpenſed 


with, as Father Fox, Coverdale, &c. and think by 
: 


_ 1theth'to throw a Veil over all the Particulars, wh 


Character in the Law, and as competent à Judge e 


Fol. 81. 


fill up (according to our Author) almoſt five Hun- 


But that Mr. N. may not be thought too fingular, 


or ſevere, in charging Queen EZ ABT RH's Govern- 
ment with unjuſtifiable Severities, he will take the 
Liberty to call in the Suffrage of a Perſon of very great 


theſe Affairs as this Age has produced, T mean my 


Lord chan. Lord High Chancellor KING, who in his Speech at Dr. 
—— Te-Sacheverel's Trial has theſe Words, If there were 


ae not a Neteſſity for 1 (ſays his Lordſhip) I would 


not mention what thoſe wholeſome Severities were, 


«« but rather caſt a Veil on that part of the Reign of the 
Great and Glorious Queen [ELIZABETH I To give 
„ a ſhort View of them; ſome Hereticks were burn! 
* other Perſons were hanged ; ſome had their Good 
4 confiſcated; others had their Perſons impriſoned 

„ and to mention more particularly, a publick Ad 


cc 10 


c . accuſing bim o 


E 


« ſented, the Act of the gSth ELIZaRETR, entituled, 
« An Ad io retain tbe Queen's Majeſt 
« their due Obediente, by which the Diſſenters are, 
« among, other Penakics, to abjure the Realm in 
« forty Days, or ſuffer Death, without Benefit of Cler- 


« gy, if they ſhould join, or be preſent at any religi- 


e ous Conventicle, or refuſe to repair to ſome 
% Church to heat Divine Service —. an Ahjurati- 


10 N (days his Lordſhip) worſe than for Felony at 
« common, Law z in that they had the Bexefit of the 


4. Clergy, in his not 3 and, whether. this be a ch 


e mane Nature will determine,“ His Lordſhip, in 
his Reply to the Doctor's Defence, adds, . Here {i.e, 
<« in the Doctor's Defence) is a Commendation of 
&« the Piety and Zeal of Queen ELizaBeTa, who 
« reſoly'd entirely to ſuppreſs. the Diſſenters; and 
« She, in her Prudence, put thoſe Soverities in Exe- 
& cution : What thoſe eme Severities were your 
« Lordſhips have been toſd; they were Hanging, 
% Burning, Abjuration, Confiſcation, Impriſanment, 5 


«©. Eftate, Liberty, and Life — Theſe, wetethe 


Spots and Blemiſhes. of her Reign, and were ſo gla- 
rings that the learned Senne fer the Reg 
no Reply to this Part of the Charge. 


N . 


the ſingle Teſtimony of Sif Francis Walfingham, and the<is Wal, 
Reader is call'd 1225 to mark his Aſſurance. . Wos ſiagham'! 


<< Body, r to be 
« tion againſt. ſo great, ſo wiſe, and ſo good a Man, 

| 5 being guilty of ole Lol ings in an- 
« fair that fell within his own Knowledge.” IH Mr. 


had deſired the Reader to take Things upon his.own 3 l 


Credit, there might bave been ſome Reaſon for this 


Remark, but has he any where oppoſed his Reputa- 


tion to Sir Francis's 7 No, but Facrs, and Autho- 
rities upon which thoſe Facts are built, which this 
| | Writer 


erase Br ee, o 


% in writing, . Which-Cannot be falſified or miſrepre- 


85 Subjects in 


But it ſeems all Mr. N's Facts are to be ſet aſide by Sir Fran- 


ped, will charge this Gentleman with an 


« want of Courage, who bas veniured bis: own Reputa- p. 134. 
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A Review of the Princip Becel { * 
Writer ought to have diſproved, before he ba 
ſed us with the idfe Talk of Mr. NS ſetting bis Roe. 
tation againſt, Sir Prontiy's.. When Sir "Fonds Wi ore, 
this Letter he was Selnbtar) of Hale, arid as the e 
Servant, was nov/ endeavöuring to vindicate ber 


jeſty's Behaviour towards Non · &chfdrmiſts to age 


Court ; he muſt therefore be'aflowed%oput the belt, 
Face on his Royal Miftrefßs's Cohdudt, ahd acquit her in 
the beſt Manner he Eould. It — M6 a very parti., 
cular” Remark; that Walfingha eck chte Möntn of 
il, 1590.” which Was twolYears veföre the AT of 
e eth EL1ZABEFH, chat t pin wan een err 
B, tocg Plate; it: Was 155 


uy . the Trial gf Cz1,. An x t Execution of, Barg 


e, Greenwood, . and e oy 19 8 7 did 


975 
e ** at 7 Co 5 


244 „ 


wm — ours, for that we cannot e in e 
* of Heart this our Miniſtry— Did not 8 
. | 


: 2 Votunie of be Hi Rory + de. Puritam. 


do Every Thing in his Power, by ber Majeſty's exe 
preſs Command, to force the "Conſtiences of Men, 
when he ſuſpended near three Hundred Miniſters in 
his primary Viſitation, for not ſubſcribing, that 
there was wothing in the Book 0 75 Common- Prayer and 
Ordination repugnant io the Word of God ?. The Conſci- 
ences" of Men, in ſtrictneſs of S ech, can never be 
forte; but to ſay the Queen did hot exert her Autho- 

rity to enforce Uniformity, witbout regard to the Con- 
ſetencer of Men, is to contradict the ſtrongeſt Evi- 
dence that can pofnbly be given for any hiſtorical 
Fact in che World, and which even the Managers for 
Pr. Socheverel, at his Trial, had not the Afſurafice 
to deny. LEY * 

Her Majeſty's ſecond: Principle, is, that 12 whe 
«© Cnnfes of Confeitnce' exceed their Bounds, and grow 
«9 be Malter of Faction, they loſe their Nature, and 

<biight to be puniſhed, though coloured with the Pretence 
, Conſeience and Religion. That is, if Men ſpeak 
or Write againſt any Defects in the Efabhiſhment, or 
attempt a Redreſs of their religious Grievances, 
againft the Will of their Sovereign, by applying to 
Parliament, it ſhall be called Faction, and a Contempt 
if Authority which Princes ought diftinftly to! puniſh! 
The Proteſtant Diffenters have formetly felt the 
Weight of this arbitrary Principle,” when it has been 
in the Breaſt of a King, or a High Commiſſion 
Court, or a Star Chamber, to call What they pleas'd 


Fattion, and a Contempt of Authority, and to puniſh it 


with the Loſs of Mens Ears, Liberties and Life; 
bur Thanks be to God, we have no ſuch Sovereign. 
ty among us at preſent * 

« For the other Party, which have Fg offenſive to 
« the State, though in another Degree, which named 
be themſelves RxrFoRMERS, and wwe commonly call Pu- 


„ REIT ANS, Sir Francis obſerves, that their Violence - 


« was ſometimes cenſured; but upon the whole, that they 
gere tolerated with much Connivance and Gentleneſs— 
i that When they endeavoured to * up their Diſcipline, 

5 6 and 
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* 


Fol. 86, 


ner, and lo leave it to the Providence of God and the 


40 Pell. to bold ſomewhat a barder Hand 10 reſtrain 


A Revei of the Principal Fact dijetted tothe 


& 21d. opened-to.the Poople a Way to Government, hy bein 
& Conſiſtaries and Preſbytery, this was born, with, except || | 
& in 4 Few that enter d into extreme Contempt, becauſe || 
« they pretended in make Propoſitions in a dutiſul Man- 


« Authority, of the Magiſtrate ; but of late Years, when 
« there iſſued out from among them, that, affirmed that 
« the Authority of the Magiſtrate was not to be attended 
% when. they writ PASQUILS againſt. the Churgh, 
«© hen they, began to make man) People in doubt 10 
e take Oaibs [i. e. the Oath ex Officis] when they bes. 
« gan ta vaunt of their Strength. and Numbers, and to 
« uſe Comminations, that their Cauſe would prevail 
ce through Uproar and Violence, then the State was come. 


« them.” How far the Puritans of theſe Times were 
tolerated with much Connivance and Gentleneſs, does 
not depend upon Sir Francis Malſingbam's Reputa- 
tion, nor upon any other Man's, but upon the 


58 ew 2 Las) m—_— — - 4a AS as 


Facts and Authorities to which Mr. N. appeals, 7 


The former Part of the Queen's Reign was more | 1 
mild and gentle than the Middle and Cloſe, which b. 
Sir Francis did not live to ſee; though in his Time ſun . ft 
dry of the Puritans were fined and impriſoned, and of 
ſome put to Death; but afterwards the Severities were g. 
greatly improved by the Act of the 35th of this Queen, ſu 
and were ſuch (ſays Mr. Cowper, one of the learned] ca 


Managers againſt Dr. Sacheverel) as, 1 hope, will newer || it: 


be ſeen more in this Kingdom, and were the blackeſt and M 
worſt Part of tbe Reign of that glarious Queen. If any 
of the Puritans wrote abuſive Paſquils, or broke of 


through che Laws of their Country, except in ſuch Car] 40 


ſes wherein it was their Duty to obey God rather thanfſ ed 
Max, it was but reaſonable they ſhould be reſtrain- 
ed; but to make ſanguinary Laws againſt a whole 
Body of Men, for the Exceſſes of a Few, or to ad- 
judge Men to Baniſhment and Death for ſome harſh 
and unmannerly Expreſſions in the Warmth of Diſ- 
pute, or for not coming to Church, or for worſhip: 

ing 


firſt Volume of the Hiſtory of the Puritans. 
ing God in a peaceable Manner in feparate Aſſem- 
blies, is repugnant to the Laws of Nature and Chri- 


ſtianity. Had the Puritans been convicted of Plots 
and Conſpiracies, or broke out into open Rebellion 
againſt the State, as the Papiſts did, their Enemies 
would have recorded it with Pleaſure, as well as cheir 


uneaſy Behaviour under the Oppreſſions of an arbi- 


trary Government; but neither Sir Frantit Wal- 
ſingham, nor any other Writer of Credit I am ac- 
quainted with, has 3 any Examples of this 
kind ; for, though 

ed for writing 8 


vent Prayers for the Proſperity of her Government; 
and that they might have been pardoned; and their 
Lives ſpared, if they would have promiſed to come 10 
Church : They died, therefore, for Non- Conformity. 


But they aftrmed (ſays Sir Francis) that the Autho- vindie. 
rity of the Magiſtrate was not always ta be attended in p. 136. 


Matters of Conſtience. And, what then? Muſt they 
be fined, impriſoned, and put to Death! Tf Chri- 
ftians ought never to worfhip God without the Leave 
of the Witten how could the Chriſtian Reli- 
gion have been introduced into the World, or have 
ſubſiſted for the firſt three Hundred Tears? Or, how 
can we juſtify the ſeparate Aſſemblies of the Prote- 


ſtants and Martyrs in the Reign of the bloody Queen 


MARY? '*Tis therefore very exttaordinary in this 
Writer, to repeat ſo often what Sit Francis calls one 
of the Queen's Max;ms (viz.) That Conſciences are not 


10 be forced, as if he really believed ber Majefty govern- 


ed by it, when he knows that the Confciences of the 
Puritans were fifted, and a Window made into their 
Hearts by the Oath ex Oficio, and by Archbrſhop 
Whitgift”'s Twenty four Interrogatories, which the 
Lord Freafurer Burleigh called, A judicial and cano- 
e nicol ſiſting poor Miniſters, loo much ſavouring of the 
„ Romifh Inquiſition, ant 12 Device to feck for Off end- 


cc ers 


4 - 1 


arrow and Greemoced were hang B. 
ditious Books and Pamphlets, tis ten: 

well known they went out of the World with the Works, 
ſtrongeſt Profeſſions of Loyalty to the Queen, and fer- N 173: 


F | 
| 
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* ers rather than io reform them.” But if we ſhould 
admit for once, that her Majeſty did not force the Cons 
ſatences,of ber Subjecls, did ſhe not oblige them, under 

the ſevereſt Penalties, to come to Church, and make 

an outward Profeſſion of thar Way of Worſhip which 

their Conſciences diſallowed? Was not this to eſta- 

bliſh Hypocriſy by a. Law, and oblige. Men to deal 

fally with God in Matters of the moſt ſolemn Impors 
rance?. What did the Papiſts require in Queen 
Mary's Reign, but that all People ſhould come tg 
Maſs, and comply outwardly with the Laws and i 
junctions of the Church? If they would have dong 

this, the Biſhops would hardly have ſifted their Cons 

\.+. ſciences about Tranſalſtantiation; but ſurely ſuch a Cons 
duet is not to be juſtified, by Proteſtants,.. Sir Fran, 
cis concludes his Letter with a remarkable .Exprel; 

ſion, which this Writer has artfully concealed, viz, 
Brernet's That ber, Majeſty was No MORE A LEMPORIZER.IN 


Hiſt. Ref. RELIGION, vor to be alter'd by Succeſs abroad, nor the. 


Change of Servants at home, No More. a Temporizer | 
Does this imply that ſhe;had formerly temporized? 
If ſo, *tis no wonder ſhe thought her Subjects might 
lawfully folow her Example. Let the Reader now 
paſs his own Cenſure upon what I have called the falſe 
Colourings of Sir Francis Walfingham's Leiter. 


Nr. Fox's Our Author's next Evidence, to juſtify the Queen's 


Teſtimony Severity towards the Puritans, is taken from a Leit- 
Vindie. ter of Father Fox the Marty rologiſt, whoſe eldeſt Son 
p.49. Samuel, Fellow of Magdalen College, Oxford, having 
travelled beyond Sea without Leave from his Father, 
Fuller, or the College, was upon his Return home ex- 
WK. « pell'd for a ſuſpected Papiſt by the factious Puri: 
RT tans, violating the Laws of Gratitude, and deſpi- 
« ſing (ſays Mr. Fox) my Letters, and the Interceſ- 
6 fjon of the Preſident.” This the good old Man, in 
a Letter to one of the Biſhops, imputes to their 
Reſentments againſt himſelf, becauſe tis could not 
go their Lengths in declaiming againſt. Archbi- 
hops and Biſhops, and then calls upon their Lord- 
e eee Pon "bi 
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ſhips to take care of them,” © as foreſceing great Di- 
« ſturbances might ariſe from their  intemperate 
„ eal, who, While they require. every Thing t 
«© be formed according to the Rules of their own 
« ſtrict Diſcipline,. will bring all Things into eis 
„ Bondage.” This was fuckin angry and paſſionate 
Letter, that Mr. Fuller hopes the Reader will not im- 


pute it to the good old Gentleman's Age, nor to his 
Affection to his Son, but to the unjuſt A ffront which» 


was offer'd him. The Merits of this Cauſe are not 
before Mr. N. but what does the Letter prove? If the 
Expulſion was juſt, it will prove, that the good old 
Han was grown peeviſh, and carried his Reſentments 
too far; and if it was unreaſonable, it will ſhew, that 
tis dangerous to lodge Power in the Hands of the 
Clergy, and that Party Zeal will, upon ſome Occa- 
ſions, carry Men beyond the Bounds of Temper and 
Moderation, for which,. nevertheleſs, it would be 
very unreaſonable to puniſh the whole Bod. 
With this Lerter, which was writ towards: the 
Cloſe of Mr. Fox's Life, our Author has artfully 
connected another of the ſame. Reverend Divine's, 


about Twenty Years before; in which he praiſes 


<< her Majeſty's Wiſdom and Prudence, in reſtoring 
« the Proteſtant Religion, and calling back thoſe 
that were in Baniſhment; and among | other 


« Things, for quenching the direful Flames of Per- 


ſecution [in the late Reign] and opening a_Liber- 


« ty to Conſciences ſo long ſhut up—* This was 
writ in the Year 1364. and was occaſioned by a, fas 
vourable Anſwer her Majeſty had given to the Peri- 
tion of ſome Puritan Divines againit the Habits and 
Ceremonies, which had comforted the Minds of godly 
People. But this Writer has thought fir to conceal 
the Date of it in this Place, that it might ſeem to 
have reſpect to that Part of her Majeſty's Reign 
wherein ſhe thought fit to inflict ſharp Puniſhments 
upon the Diſſenters, whereas it was written ſeveral 
Years before; and therefore Mr. Fox's Character 


* 


Argu- 


A Review of the Principal Facts objefted tothe 
of the Queen at this Time deſerves no Regard as tg 
her after Conduct. C 

We have now done with our Author's Teſtimonies 
for the Queen's Gentleneſs and Moderation towards 
the Puritans, which he apprehends was as mild as 
their dangerous Schemes and violent Proceedings 
would admit ; the Credit of which muſt be left with 
the' Reader. The next Thing to be conſidered (ſays 


| * of s he) is, how it came to paſs, that Conformity was more 
neee warmly preſſed, and the Laws relating thereto put in 


for penal 
"A 


Vindic. 


p- 149 
158. 


Þ 150, 


« ſtrifter Execution, 7 Years, than they were at 
« the Beginning of the & 
lr. N. might paſs over in ſilence, as having little or 
no Relation to his Hiſtory. Bur ler us hear his Ar- 
uments. The firſt is taken from the Comprebenſive- 
neſs of the eftabliſhed Form of Government. This ( ſays 
be) deſtroys the greateſt Part of Mr. N's Complaints. 
If the Eſtabliſhment was founded upon a more Caubolick 
« and Comprebenſive Bottom than the Puritan Platform ; 
4 if it took in the greateſt Numbers, and was the beſt Me- 
„ dium between Pede ante of different Ag ark then 
« thoſe that would not comply muſt blame themſelves.” 
What! If they could not do it with a good Conſci- 
ence, as was the Caſe both of Papiſts and Puritans, 
He adds, «+ I. was great Wiſdom not id reduce it 10.8 


narrow Platform. And Mr. N. is of the fame Mind; 


bur might'it not have been made larger, or have 
been attended with a Toleration ? However, let the 
Reader mark what follows, F the Puritans could not 
comply with a reaſonable and extenſive Plan, they ceuld 
lay the Blame no where ſo properly as upon the PECULIA- 
RITY OF THEIR OWN Way of THIXKIx . Adml- 
rable! This Gentleman is happy in a Catholick 
Soul, that can think and comply with the Majority, 
and in a Conſcience entirely under the Direction of 
his Fill; but it he had been a Native of Rome 
or Madrid, would he have profeſſed the publick Re- 
ligion, when he was a Proteſtant in Part ? Or, 
- would he have thought it reaſonable to have been 
W | burnt, 


dueen's Reign,” All which 


S. Nec Seer 


r 


3 e 


af © 
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burnt, or ſhut up in the Inguſſition, for bis peculiar g 
Way of Thinking? . | 2 pk. r 

' The Queſtion with Mr. N. is not, whether Ring 6 
Epwarp's, or the Geneva Eſtabliſhment is the — ; 
Comprehenſive, but whether both of them might 

not have been enlarged ? Or, whether either of them 

ought to have been eſtabliſhed, withour a general 
Indulgence to peaceable and loyal Difſenters? If the 
Legiſlature may ſettle what Terms of Communion 

they pleaſe for the national Eſtabliſhment, with Ex- 
cluſions, Suſpenſions and Deprivations, to ſuch as 

refuſe to comply; may they alſo fine, impriſon, bas 

niſh, and put Men to Death, for Now=Conformity? This 

is the true State of the Queſtion, which our Author 

ag adi he will vindicate-the Queen, or oppoſe 

r. 1 Hoary} ed 1 ni 29 26117. ey 
But let us go on with his Arguments: There was u 
great Diverſity in performing public : Service 4 it wa 
therefore neetſſary to inforce an Uniformity by ſharp 
Puniſhments ——— Some of the common People rid. 
enled the Habits 4 therefore all the Clergy - muft be 
obliged to wear them under the-ſtFereft Penalties 
The Controverſy occaſioned à great deal" of Comuni and 
abuſive Language; it was therefore proper to pur an 
End to it this Way; when it might as well have 
been ended by laying the Habits aſide, according to 
the apoſtolical Canon, That no Man pui a Stumbling- 

Block, or an Occaſion is fall, in his Brother's May, Rom. 
xiv. 13. Though Mt. I. ſees no Neceflity for eicher, 
becauſe Ridicule and lil. Manners may be fufficiently 
2uniſhed, without obliging all Men ta be in the 
Faſhion, or to go in the ſame Dreſs ; but this is no- 


;@ 


| thing to the Hiſtory. 


When our Author was vindicating the Queen's Wiſ- sad Sate 
dom in retaining the Habits, he was pleaſed to argue f * 
from the great Numbers of Laity that were pofſeſſed ns 
in their Favour, but now he admits, that the EAN in. 
li. e. the Proteſtant} Laity, were more averſe to the 
Habits than the Clergy. Which Averſion he Tor 

FS, a en 


* 
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p. 159. 


p. 161. 


p. 162. 


2 Reveiw of the Principal Facts objected tothe 
Vindic. mine << was artfally' and deſigntdly raifed i in their Mind; 


the Puritan Preachers, who ought "Jo have quitted 
l People, and told them they were MATT ERS or 
95 IX DIFFERENCE appointed by Authority; Iba it aid 
5% net belong to themito jutlge or condemn their Miniſters vr 
FBrerbren, fon obeying the Laus made 10 fupport the 
1 Proteſtant Reli ban: Could not the Proteſtant 
Religion then be e without the Habiis? And 
does not this Writer know, that the Pufitans of thoſe 
Times were ſo far from eſteeming them Matters of 
Judifference, that they were in doubt for ſome Time, 


whether they ought not to deſert their Miniſtry ra- 


ther than wear them? But Mr. NM. is charged with 
vindicating ibe Inſulis and Violentes the conforming Clergy 
met with from the + Puritans ;-tho* he has not writ a 
Syllable that can admit of ſuch a Conſtruction. His 
Words are theſe: The Proteſtant Populace were 


$:103inflamed," that nothing but an awful Subjection 
to Authority could have kept them within the 


„ Church. Great Numbers refuſed to frequent thoſe 
44 Places of Worſhip where Service was miniſter'd 
iin that Dreſs. They would not ſalute ſuch Mini- 
er ſters in the Streets, nor keep them Company 3 

«* nay, if we may believe Dr. Vhiigiſt's Defence 
* againſt Cartwrigbt, they ſpir in their Faces, revi- 
* Jed them as they went along the Streets, and ſhew- 
* ed ſuch like rude Behaviour.” Is this a Vindica- 
tion or Commendation of their Conduct, or any 
more than a bare Narrative of Matter of Fact? But 
his Reader is deſired to mark what follows; . Becauſe 
«©! they took them for Papiſts in diſguiſe, for Time-ſervers, 
and balf-faced Proteſtants, that would be content with 
«< the Return of that Religion whoſe Badge they wore,” 
This is called a rude and unbrotherly Reaſon, and no 


better than the Product of Mr. N*s Invention, under the 
Cover of a Quotation. I have not Whitgift's Defence 
before me, and. therefore, leſt the Quotation ſhould 


be miſplaced the inverted.Comma's ſhall be expunged. 
But this Writer muſt allow me to ſhew him, that 


tis 
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tis far from being an Invention of Mr: M's; ant, 
that if the PRoTESTAnT Porur Ac apprehended 3 
wry: great Pari of the conforming Clergy, foro ſome Tedrs 


— 


5 


after the Reformation, weré no belter thay Papiſts in Diſg 


guiſe, Time: ſervers, and balfefaced Proteſtanis that 
would have been content with the Relürn ef that Religion 
whoſe Badge they wore, they were not miſtaken ; tho? 
it is nd Vindication of their Rudeneſs and Hl-Mantiers. 


Our Author deſires his Reader to remark the Charge, 


and, to remember, that it was before the Tear 1369. 
i. e. “ Before the Queen bad declared rbundly, & c and 
„ before the Biſhops bad explained atpay tihtir Promiſati 


Mr. N. joins in the ſame Requeſt; and deſires him 
2 247 8414 or *2 


now: to attend the Proof. 


In the Reign of Queen Maxwv:many'Proteſtants state of 


4 


«(ſays Mr. Strype) partly out of Fear; and partly be Clergy 


<6 they approved not of it, from this:Principle; tha? 


t their Bodies migbt be preſent ſo lang as heir Spirits did 


at the Re- 


formation, 


em. 
Crane 


* conſent. So lbat not a Tenib Nenſan abods in p. 363. 


God's Mays. And Mr. V. is of Opinion, that Mf. 
Whitgift,. after wards Archbiſhop of Canterbury was 


College throughout the whole Courſe of this Reign, 
but, commenced Batchelor of Arts 1553-4. and 
was elected Fellow of Peler-Hou 1855. when he 
took a corporal Oath to obſerve all the Statutes and 
Ordinances of the College as much as in him lay; 
All which could not be done ithout ſome Compli- 
ance with the publick Worſhip, as well as a politick 


Concealment of his Opinions. From the ſame Prin- 
ciple moſt of the Popiſn Clergy afterwards complied” 


with the Changes of Queen EHIZABE TH, being Pro: 
teſtants in Appearance hut Papiſts in Heart. Out 
Author admits, that at her Majeſty*s:Acceſſion, and 
even after Religion was:reſtored to we ſame State as under 
King; EDwaRDs. „ The Univerſkies were ſo en! 
« tixely loſt, that there were ſcarce Tu _ The 
91641 | 6: ſame 


„ 


of this Number, | becauſe though he could not ſub- L. nb. 
mit to the Tonſure, he not only kept his Place in the g, 4- 


— 
V : 
4 


= 


Viodic. 


4 8 * the Principal Fatts te fo the 


«ſame Opinion with the Reformers,”* « You can 


| 40 ſearce believe (ſays Biſhop Zewe!) ſo great a De- 
e vaſtation could be made in fo ſnhort a Time.“ 
As to the Biſhops and Clergy all over the Nation 


( Biſhop Cox adds) they were unanimous for Rare 
ry, firm as a Rock : Stat Clerus totus 


« 7. anquan dura filex aut 2 Marpeſ 4 cautes. „ | 


And yet Nineteen in 3 of them complied with 


the Times. Mr. Strype 8 aking of the Subſcription 
impoſed upon all that ha Ecclefiattical Preferments 


I. Parker, in the Church, writes, that “ there were many TEMP0= 


g. 77. 


Ape s 


% RIZING PRIESTS among them, who had complied 
« with all the Changes of the foregoing Reigns, ſome 
«« prevailed on others to ſubſcribe for them, and the 
« Word VoLrns in ſeveral pan is wee, as if it 
ce was NoLEns ſubſcripfi.”* | 

The ſame Hiſtorian adds, that's the Biſhops were 


Ann. V. T. ãë forced to allow many that bad been Popiſb | Prieſts, 


p. 178. 


ap-, 


Ann. V. I 


p. 602. 


ce but- now complied with the preſent Proceedings, to offi- 
* ciate in Churches. Indeed a great Sort of theſe 
& were Men of little Conſciences (ſays he) and tho 
0 they outwardly complied with the preſent Eccle- 
« fiaſtical: Orders, and read the 1 


« and ſubſcribed to the Doctrine now profeſſed, yet 


«. inwardly they favoured Popery, and as much as they 
« durſt, would: encourage their Fab to % the 
6 ſame. ” 8 

In che Year 1 969. Mr. $trype quotes the following 
Paſſage out of a Tract, which he ſuſpects to be written 
by Secretary Cecil, Popiſb Prieſts ſtill enjoy the 


% great Eccleſiaſtical Livings without Recantation 


« or Penance, yea, and in Simoniacal Heaps; Ca- 
5 thedral Churches are ſtuffed with them as Dens of 
«« Thieves ; the very Spies and Promoters of Queen 
« Mary's Time, without change of their Opinions, 


c arecheriſhed, and mark Men againſt another Day.” 


Mr. N. could produce a Number of Teſtimonies w 
: this 
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this Kind throughout the greateſt part of this Reign, 
but the Taſk is too dijagreeable ; he will therefore only 
obſerve further, that thisWritef himſelf admits, **moſt 
e of the inferior beneficed Clergy kept their Places, 
c and that there were only one Hundred Parochial 
« Clergy diſplaced out of nine Thouſand four Hundred 


« Parochial Benefices.” What then muſt the reſt 


be? Theſe are therefore no Inventions of Mr. N. 
but ſad and lamentable Matters of Fact. The Popu- 
lace were inflamed on both Sides, and from rude 


Language ſometimes came to Blows. All the diſgut- 


ſed Papiſts pleaded ſtrenuouſly for the old Habits and 


Ceremonies, but the more ſcrupulous Miniſters did 


not wear them conſtantly in their Miniftrations, nor 
when they walked the Streets. This being a Mark of 
Diſtinction, gave Occaſion to the Inſolence of the Po- 
pulace, which Mr. N. has never commended, but maſt 
condemn in all Parties whatſoever; _ e e 


The Remainder of this Chapter is a Collection of Rude Lan- 
ſevere and unbecoming Expreſſions of the Purita, aa 
Preachers againſt the Habits, and the conforming fan cen- 
Clergy 3 as calling them Papiſts in diſguiſe, idle Drones, ſured. = 


umb Dogs, Popelings, maſſing Prieſts, petty Antichriſts, p. 165, 


+ 
= 


— 


which this Writer confeſſes Mr, NV. has not concealP'd, 
and therefore is no Objection to his Hiſtory. But the 
Proteſtant Diſſenters have been forced to ſubmit. to 
as bad Language from che conforming Clergy in the 
late Reigns, without daring to complain. Angry and 


paſſionate Men among all Parties, will ſtir up Strife 


ind Contention, which Mr. N. will never patto- 


nize. But ſyrely *cis poſſible to diſcountenance Rail- 


ing and Evil ſpeaking without oppreſiing the Inno- 
cent: The preſent Toleration of Proteſtant Dulen- 
ters is a ſufficient Demonſtration of this Truth. 


} 
| 


bo A Reviewof the Principal Facts objected to the 


CHAP. Iv. 


* 


1 2 | | "on 
_— On Author goes on in his laſt Chapter, to 
mad ee vindicate the Queen's Government in inflict- 
cation of Ig Sharp Puniſhments upon the Puritans Ii. e.] Hang- 
theGovern-1ig, Burning, Abjuralion, Confiſcation, Impriſonment, 
ment in Loſß of Eſtale, Liberty, and Life. And Mr. N. is de- 
eee "a ſired particularly to obſerve, That the Diſpute with 
— U him under this Head is not upon PRINCIPLES but upon 
on the Pu- Facrs; and yet throughout this whole Chapter 
ritans, There is hardly a Fa# about which we diffet, Mr. N. 
Vindic. ſays the Behaviour of the Puritans was peaceable and 
p. 180. ſubmiſſive, with regard to the Civil Government un- 

der which they lived; and this Writer has not found 

them in any Plot, nor convicted them of joining with 


the Queen's Enemies in any Act of Rebellion. He 


bas ſpent a great many Pages in proving, that heir 
Mrilings againſt the HIERARcHVY, &c. were ſharp and 
provoking, and their Behaviour offenſive. And has Mr. 
N. denied it? Has he commended their intemperate 
Zeal for their Platform of Diſcipline, or their un- 
mannerly Language to their Superiors ? But if Mr. 
N. has not ſet the Failings of the Puritans in the 
ſtrongeſt Light, this Writer has ſupplied the Defect, 
who without taking Notice of the many Provocations 
they received from the Biſhops, or of their long and 
illegal Impriſonments attended with the Ruin of 
their numerous Families, has loaded their Princi- 
ples which were no other than thoſe now eſtabliſhed 
in the Church of Scotland, with the moſt dange- 
 Folis Conſequences to the State; and their At- 
tempts for a further Reformation in the Church, as 
deſerving the ſharp Puniſbments inflicted upon them. 
The Lord High Chancellor KING would willingly 
have caſt a Veil over theſe Proceedings, which he 
looks upon as Spots and Blemiſbes in the Reign of that 
great. and glorious Queen, but this Writer will juſtify 
ng on , them 


te 


rer by and 
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oe them to the World, which he may do without any, 
Diſturbance from Mr. N. who as an Hiſtorian has 
no Concern but with the Facts. 5 

| [ ſhall only remark upon this Occaſion, that it is Tojalty of 

to no unuſual Thing for arbitrary Governors to declare, ile uri. 

ct. that Conſcience exceeds its bounds, when it does not Ho. 

18 yield an abſolute Submiſſion to heir Will and Plea WV 

nt, ſure 3 and that it grows into Faction and Diſloyalty, _ 

* 5 when it gives any Diſturbance to their lawleſs Power; 

ith but it ought to be remember'd, that all thoſe Puri- 

Pon tans that ſuffered the Extremity of an unrighteous 

ter | Law in this Reign, went out of the World with the 

N ſtrongeſt Profeſſions of their dutiful Allegiance to 

nd | the Queen, and earneſt Prayers for the Proſperity of 

in⸗ | her Government. When Mr. Stubbs a Student of 

nd Lincoln Inn, and Brother in Law to Mr. Cartwright, 

ith | had his right Hand cut off with a Mallet and Clea- 

He ver, in the Midſt of a Crowd of Spectators, for wri- 

cir || ting againſt her Majeſty's marrying with a Papiſt, he 

nd | pulled off his Hat with his left Hand, and cried with 

tr, a loud Voice, God ſave the Queen; and afterwards | 

ate proved a valiant and faithful Commander in her Ar- 

in- ies. Mr. Barrowe and Greenwood gave fuch Teſti- 

tr, | rfiohifes of their Piety tawards God, and Loyalty to 

he the Queen, at the Place of Execution, and prayed fo 

&, |} carneftly for her long and proſperous Reign, that 

ns when Dr. Raynolds reported their Behaviour, her 

nd Majeſty was concerned that ſhe had yielded to their 

of | Death. And even Penry the Browniſt in his laſt 


ci- ſolemn Proteſtation to the World declares, that 
\ed he prayed for the Queen every Day of his Life; 
ge- ce that though he was to be hanged as a Felon or 
At- «© Traytor, Heaven and Earth ſhould not convict 
40 <« him of it; and that whenſoever he ended his Days 
m. «© he ſhould die Queen EL1ZaBzTH's faithful Subject, 
gly ce even in the Conſciences of his Enemies. He then 


Je | © prays, that the Queen may have many ſuch faith- 
bat | * ful Subjects as himſelf, but that they may not 
ify e meet with ſuch a Reward, All which (ſays he) 
em | : F 2 66 L 
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Of perſe- 
cution for 
Conſcience 


ſake, 
Vindic. 
p. 138, 
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A Reveino of the Principal Facts objetted to the 


„ ſubſcribe with the Heart and Hand that peyer 
5 deviſed, or writ any Thing to the Diſcredit or 
«« Defamation. of my Sovereign Queen ETIza- 


„ Erf., 


Tis agreed by this Writer, that PERSECUT ION 
FOR CONSCIENCE SAKE 75 a grievous Sin, highly injuri- 

| | 72 Chri- 
ſtian Inſtitution, and greatly offenſive. to Almighty God. 
But he adds, This is no Part of the Diſpute, True, but 
the Diſpute is, whether the Penal Laws againſt. 


ous to our Fellow-Creatures, inconſiſtent with 


Proteſtant Diſſenters in the Reign of Queen EL1- 


ZABETH, do not properly come under this Chara- 
cter. For Mr. N. is of Opinion, that ſhutting Men 
up in Priſon, and appointing them to Baniſhment and 
Death, for not coming lo Church, or for Non- Conformity 
to certain Rites and Ceremonies which they apprehend 1 
be ſinful, or for  worſvipping God in ſeparate Aſſemblies, . 


in a peactabe Manner, is PERSECUTION 'FOR CON- 


SCIENCE SAKE, highly injurious to our Fellow-Creatures,,” 
and greatly offenſive to Almighty God, And how far 
the Government in thoſe Times can be acquitted of 
this Crime, ſhall be left with the Reader, after 1 
have obſerved, that the Court of High Commiſſion 


has the Ruin of many Families to anſwer for, only 


for their Non- Conformity; and that the Statute of 
the 35th ELIZABETH, cap. I. has no other Title 


than this, An Ad for Puniſhment of Perſons 0BST1= 
NATELY REFUSING COMING To CHURCH, and per- 


inading others to impugn the Queen's Authority in Eccle- 


Aaſtical Cauſes, The Body of the Act mentions no 


other Crimes, but not coming to Church or Chapel, or 


perſuading 04bers not Io come, or being preſent at any un- 
lawful Aſſembly or Conveniicle, under Colour or Pretence. 
of Religious Exerciſe. “ All Perſons offending. in theſe 
% Particulars are to be committed to Priſon without 
Bail or Mainprize, till they conform. If they do 
* not conform within three Months, they are to ab- 
jure the Realm, to go into Baniſhment, and forfeit 
tall their Goods and Chattels for ever. And if they 

N Lf | « refuſe 
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„ ſuffer as in Caſe of Felony, without Benefit of 
« Clergy.” Tis eaſy to call this by the Name of 


But our Author contends, that it was the provaking 
Bebaviour of the Puritans ibat brought this upon them. 
Could not the Government then puniſh Rudeneſs and ill 
Manners, without making a Law inconſiſtent with the 
Chriſtian Inſtitution, and greatly offenſive. to, Almighty 
God ? If a Man gives abuſive Language to his Supe- 
riors, muſt he be hanged, unleſs he will go to Church? 

hat Relation have theſe Things to one another? 
Let us then, for Arguments ſake, admit all our Au- 
thor's Facts (viz.) that the Puritans, in their Wri- 
tings, gave abuſive Language to the Biſhops, and 
Judges, and that they glanced ſometimes in a diſ- 
reſpectful Manner upon the Queen her ſelf, for coun- 
tenancing their Proceedings; that they expoſed che 
Rs ew of the Hierarchy eſtabliſhed: by Law, 
and contended earneſtly in their Writings and Peti- 
tions to the Parliament, for a Form of Government, 
not ſo defirable as the preſent, Sc. will it follow 
from hence, that they, and all other Proteſtant Dij- 
ſenters, ought to be obliged to come 10 Church, or ſuffer 
the ſharp Puniſhments of Abjuration, Conſiſcalion of 
Goods, Loſs of Eſtale, Liberty and Life, and be uſed 
worſe than Houſe-breakers or Felons at common Law: 
that is, to be condemned io Death, without Benefit of 
Clergy ? e : 
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64 A Reveiw gf the Principal Fafts objefted to be 


Lam unwilling to take any Notice of the preſent 
Times, ſince theſe Grievances ate in part removed, 
and there ſeems to have been a better Underſtanding 
between the Church and Difſetiters for ſame Years 
paſt; but I muſt take the Liberty to inform this, 


Gentleman and his Brechren, that the PRoTESTANT, 


DrssxnTinG LAITx of the preſent Age, who have 
the Welfare of their King and Country, and the 
Proteſtant Religion as much at Heart, as the moſt 
Loyal of his Majeſty's Subjects, will never think 
themſelves reſtored to the Rights of Exgliſob Men, 
nor freed from the Yoke of penal Laws upon Conſci- 
ence, till the Legiflature in their great Wiſdom. ſhall. 
find a proper Opportunity to deliver them from theſe. 
three Hardſhips under which they labour. Firſt, From 
the Tncapacity of ferving 'their King and Country' in, 
Civil Offices, without taking the Sacrament with the. 
Church of Eugland. Secndly, From the Profecutions, 
of the Spiritual” Courts,” for teaching their Children at! 
School more than the Engliſh Language. Thirdly, From 
the Hardfhip of being choſen intd Offices, which they 
cannot in Conſcience qualify themſelves for, nor yet, 
be admitted to a Fine; but muſt lie open to the Pains. 
and Penalties of a Premunire; as is the Caſe of the 
%% VS 
Our Author concludes his Performance with an 
imperfect Quotation from Mr. Rapin, The Preſ-- 
„ byterians (ſays Rapin) think they have reaſon to 
% complain of the Statute in this Reign, which de- 
<« barred them of Liberty of Conſcience though Proteſtants. 
« But I ſhall not, 'adds he, take upon me to deter- 
de mine, whether they had Reaſon to complain of 
<« this Rigor ——* Here our Author ſtops ; bur it 
follows, „I ſhall content my ſelf with faying, that 
«© in my Opinion, they [the Puritans] were a little 
< roo obſtinate; and their Adverſaries a little too 
de uncharitable.” And Mr. N. is pretty much ﬆ 
the ſame Mind. e 1 wo 
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IS I have now made all che Remarks which are neceſ® me On. 
+ *.: I ſary upon this Performance, and Heaye the Reader, to claſſan. 


. judge, whether Mr. V. has injured the Character of 
its qudg $M Jon 
is Queen EL1ZABETH, or the Dodirine, Government, and 
* | ?Y/orſpip of the Church of England eſtabliſhed in her Reign, 
r I ichink it has appeared that her Majeſty had a greater 
VS, Tenderneſs for the Papiſts than the Puritans, and en- 
ne. clined more to the Pomp of Rome than the Simplicity 
oſt of Geneva; but I have no where ſaid, tl at her Heart 
ak bas . entirely Popiſh; this is our Author's peculiar 
2 | Thought. King ED WARD VI. was more properly the 
cl”. | Founpzx of the Doctrine, Government, and Wor- 
all, ſhip, of the Church of England, than the great 
ſe. Queen ELIZABETH, but his immature. Death pre- 
IM vented his bringing it to the Perfection he intended; 
m | the Queen was for reducing Things to her Brother's 
he Standard, but her. Heart was fo ſet upon State and 
NS; | Magnificence in Religion, that inſtead of returning 
At, to King Epward's laſt reformed Liturgy, in the 
"MN fifth Year of his Reign, ſhe reſtored the fr, and 
CY. | would never afterwards through a long Courſe of 
Vet. Forty four Vears Reign, reform the Diſcipline of the 
ins. J Church, which was ſo much deſired, and which her 
ne, Brother moſt certainly intended. It can therefore be 
Ino Injury to the Memory of this great Princeſs. to 
an f ay, that her Reformation hardly came up to her 
el. Brother's Standard. But no Hiſtorian that I have 
tO. met with before this Writer, has been ſo hardy as 
4e. to affirm, that there were no penal Laws made againſt 
ALS. | meer Non-Conformiſts in her Time, nor any Perſecution 
et- | for Conſcience ſake ; when almoſt. all the, Fines, Im- 
of priſonments,, Confiſcation of Goods, Baniſhments, 
Cit Sc. which the Puritans underwenc, in this and the 
hat two next Reigns, to the Beginning, of the,. Civil 
ttle Wars, were grounded upon the, unlimited Power, of 
1 the Supremacy, the Court of High Commiſſion, the 
Act of the 35th ELIz ABE TR, and her Articles 
and Injunctions of the. Biſhops, of, theſe, Times. 
1 After che Reſtoration of Ring Charles II. the 


penal 


6 


A Review of the Principal Fatts objected to the 


| penal Laws of Queen EL Iz ABETEH were revived, and 


fortified with others, againſt the ſeditious Conventi- 
cles of Proteſtant Diffenters, whereby numberleſt 
Fines were levied upon the unhappy Sufferers, to the 
Ruin of them and their Families; many Non-Can- 
formiſt. Miniſters were ſeparated from their Friends 


17 Cir. Il. by the five Mile Af ; ſome periſhed in Priſon, and 


Cap. 2. 


others were forced to remove into the Plantations. 
Nor is this any Reflection upon the preſent Church 
of England, which has, in a great Meaſure, renoun- 
ced the perſecuting Principles of thoſe Times ; nor 
upon the Legiſlature, which has repealed ſeveral of 
thoſe Laws. The Act of Toleration mentions ex- 
preſly the Act of the 35th ELIZZABETEH, and exempts 
the Proteſtant Diſſenters from the Penalties of it; 


which it would not have done, if it had been deſigned 


againſt any but meer Non- Conformiſts. *Tis alfo 
declared, in the Preamble of the, Bill to prevent Oc- 
« caſional Conformity, that Perjecution for Conſci- 


4 exce only, is directly contraty to the Profeſſion 


of the Chriſtian Religion, and pat᷑ticularly to the 
<« Doctrine of the Church of England; and, that the 
« Act of Tolcration ought to be inviolably pre- 
« ſeryed.”? | : 5 1 


But after all that can be ſaid to ekrule br 5uftif | 
the Proceedings of Queen EL IZaBETEH, it muſt (I 


think) be allowed, that the Puritans had very hard 
Meaſure in ber Time, and that great Numbers of them 
ſuffered for meer Non-Conformity.. Indeed they made 
ſeveral vigorous Attempts for a Reformation of the 
Hierarchy ; and when it appeared after Twenty or 
Thirty Years, that her Majeſty was inflexible and 
their Cauſe deſperate, ſome few of the more Zealous 
gave a Looſe to their Paſſions, and expoſed the Bi- 
ſhops and their Spiritual Courts in a rude and diſre- 
ſpectful Manner, by Paſquils and Satyrical Pamphlets; 
but this was far from being the Act of the Body of Non- 
ſubſcribing Puritans ; no, chey difallowed and condemn- 
ed them; nor did any Number of them plot again 

| | | ee he 


kl * — s - 0 
* as — ” * A „ © : e AA _ * 


the 
and 
enti- 
erleſs 
) the 
Con- 
ends 
'and 
ions. 
urch 
Oun- 
nor 
al of 
ex- 
pts 
7425 
gned 
alſo 


Ser” 
nſct- 
ſſion 
the 
t the 
pre- 


hard 
them 
nade 
the 
7 Or 
and 
lous 
Bi- 
ifre- 
leis; 
Ton- 
mn- 
ainſt 
the 


fy 


the Queen or State, or deſert the Government in 
the Time of the Northern Rebellion, or the Spahiſ 
Invaſion. No conſiderable Number of their Clergy 
ſeparated from the Eſtabliſhed Church, but held 
Communion with it as far as their Conſciences would 
admit. When they were ſuſpended by their Ordi- 
nary they lived in ſilence, till by length of Time, 
or the Intereſt of ſome powerful Friends, they were 
reſtored 3 when ſuch as were Lecturers only, were 
driven out of one Dioceſe they retired into another, 
where they might have an Opportunity of Preaching 
the Goſpel. In a Word, the Puritans were a pious, 
zealous, and well meaning People, ſound Prote- 
ſtants, and faithful Subjects to the Queen and State, 
though of narrow and*miſtaken Principles in ſome 
Things. There were among them reſtleſs angr 

and ungovernable Spirits, whom Oppreſſion had mad 

almoſt mad. But even the BrownisTs, againſt whom 
the Act of the 35th ELIZABETH was more peculiarly 
levell'd, and who ſuffered moſt ſeverely by it, for 
worſhiping God privately in ſeparate Aſſemblies, 
were not guilty of Sedition or Rebellion, unleſs refu- 
fing to come to'Church, or expoſing the Conduct of 
the Biſhops and their Spiritual Courts be ſo'conftru- 
ed; I appeal therefore to the common Senſe and 
Reaſon of Mankind, whether they ought to have 
been puniſhed for thoſe Crimes; or, Whether the 
ſharp Puniſbments they underwent as Diſſznters, bore 


any Proportion to their Failings. If theſe are Seech at 
« wholeſome Severities (ſays the Lord Chancellor Pr. Sache- 
<< King) let bnmane Nature deter mine; but” J believes 2, % Pol. 
«© (ſays his Lordſhip) that there is not” one Perſon bereg 290, 


«© [among the Lords and Commons of Great Britain 
«© 5¹t if theſe Severities were io be inflicted on himſelf, 
& would be far from thinking them wholeſome, and deſire 
4 f he excuſed from bem. * EI : 1 , 
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HE Deſign of our Author's Appendix 
is to detect ſome. of thole falſe Quota- 

tious and Miſtakes in the Hiſtory of the 
Puritans, .,, which he could not. with- 
SIS LSF3 out too much Interruption, mention 
— in the former Part of his Work. 
Thoſe which appear to be ſo ſhall. be taken Notice 
of and corrected at the Cloſe of thefe Papers, to- 
gether with ſome others that he has overlooked, 
But it will appear preſently, that the Chief of this 
Writer's Exceptions, are Miſtakes of his own, ariſing 
in part from Inadvertency, and partly, from too. ſu- 
perficial an Acquaintance with the Hiſtorians of thoſe 
Times; for ſurely, no Man ever ſet up for a Cenſor 
and Critick upon a more flender Bottom. The Num- 
ber of the Miſtakes (he ſays)-might bave been conſiderably 
encreaſed'; it would then have been more kind to have 
wen Mr, N. an Opportunity to correct them, un- 
— they are of as little Importance and Credit as 
thoſe he has mentioned. His Reader is deſired fur- 
ther to obſerve, that Mr. N*s. Miſtakes ¶ i. e. thoſe 
he has taken Notice of] are in one ſtrain (viz.) to 
blacken the Eftabliſhment ; which is a Specimen of our 
Author's great Charity and deep Penetration, He 
has ſelected what Miſtakes he pleaſes, and then tells 
us, they are in one ſtrain, io blacken ihe Government. 
fe the : Bur 
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| — that he was Graduate of Merton College, and that the 


King Henry VIII. and that Wiekliffe's Opinions were 
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APPENDISY 
But Mr. NM. is content, that the Reader ſhould make 
what Remarks he pleafes,” for he is very ſure, he 
never had a Deſign to make Queen ELIIZABETEH“s 
Government a. jot whiter or blacker than it really 
was; nor is he unwilling that the hidden Works of 
Darkneſs of all Parties ſhould be brought to Light; 
but as he is only on the Defenſive at preſent, and 
does not contend for Victory but Truth, he thinks 
it ſufficient to ſet before the Reader a few of this 
Writer's roo haſty Reflections, and point him to 
ſome of thoſe Authorities 'by which the conteſted 
Facts are ſupported ; overlooking thoſe which he 
apprehends of little Conſequence, . as the firſt and 


$ 1 t 


ſecond, and ſeyeral others. | „ 

Mr. N. fays, That John Wickliffe was Born at Append. 
Wickliffe in Yorkſhire about the Year 1324. and was p. 1296. 
educated in Queen's College, Oxford, where I was it Fur. 
Divinity Profeſſor. But Mr. Fuller affirms, That we? 3: 
can give nd Account of Wickliffe's Birth or Parentage 


Profeſſorſhip of Divinity was not founded till the Reign of 


like the Stones in Saliſbury Plain, no Tuo can count | 
them une, re a ne oo OO 1 
What pity it is this Writer had not ſeen the very Lewis's | | 
valuable Life of Niclliſ, publiſhed by the Reverend ig, 
Mr. Lewis of Meregate, 1720. which begins thus $18; On. 
«© John de Mickliſſe was born, very probably, about 
« the Tear 1324. in the Pariſn of Wickiffe, near 
« Richmond in Yorkſhire, and was firſt admitted Com- 
« moner of Queens College Oxford, then newly 
% founded by Robert Egglesſield, S. T. B. but was 
e ſoon after removed to Merton College, where he 
« was firſt Probationer, and afterwards Fellow.” 
The ſame ingenious Author tells us, that he was 
advanced to the Profeſſors Chair, 1372. (which was 
almoſt 140 Years before King Henry VIII. was born) 
and has taken à great deal of Pains to free the Opi- 
nions of Fitkiiffe from the Inconſiftency that Melan,, 
| \ K 2 © Thoth 
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Abon and ſome others, have charged them with. 

It appears by this Writer, as well, as by the Catalo- 

gus Teſtium, that he was for rejecting all humane Rites, 

and new Shadows or Traditions in Religion] — and with 

regard tothe Identity of the Order of Biſhops and Prieſts in 

Trial. Lib. be Apoſtolict Age, he is very poſitive, ** Unum audacter 
1. Hl. afſero — one Thing I; boldly aſſert, that in the 
1, Primitive Church or, in the Time of the Apoſtle, 
p. 351. Faul, two Orders of Clergy. were thought ſuffi- 
See alſo ©* cient, viz. Pricſt and Deacon; and I do allo ſay, 
Pierce's << that in the Time of Haul, fuit idem Preſbyter atque 
l 6 ©* Epiſcopus, a, Prieſt and a. Biſbop rere one and the 
. 47 550 <« ame; for in thoſe Times the diftin& Orders of 
*« Pope, Cardinals, Patriarchs, Arch-Biſhops, Bi- 

© ſhops, Arch-Deacons, Officials and Deans, were 
not invented.“ I could produce more Paſſas 

ges to ſhew Wickliſfe's Agreement with the Puri» 

tans, but the Gentleman is to be excuſed this Obje- 

| Eion, . becauſe he knew nothing beyond Fuller. 
p 299. Mr. N. ſays, The true Cauſe of Cromwell's Fall was, 
the Share be bad in the King's Marriage with Lady 

Anne of Cleves, but - Biſhop Burnet diretly contraditts 

this, Let the Reader judge; his Words are theſe, 

Hiſt, Ref. An unfortunate Marriage, to which he adviſed 
| is wh the King, not proving acceptable; and he being 
NI ts unwilling to deſtroy what bimſelf had brought about 
&© vas the Occaſion of his Diſgrace and Deſtru- 

« ction.“ If his Lordſhip has contradicted this in 

any other Place (which I apprehend he has not) he 
vio. e e for di <5 
p. 199. There were ſome Pſalms, and a Paraphraſe on the 
H. Pur. Lord's Prayer, at the End of the Litany, but (ſays our 
F-.39- _ Author). there were none ſuch. On the contrary, Bi- 
rt 8 ſhop Burnet ſays expreſly, © To this [the Litany] are 
p. 164. adqed ſome Exerciſes of Devotion, called Pſalms, 
p. 3co. and then follows a Paraphraſe on, the Lord's 
Hiſt. Pur, *6 Prayer.“ T 
In bee Mr. N's Titles [of W e Titles. 
vol. 11, They are not Mr, V's; Titles but Biſhop Burze!s 
c 
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Mr. N. ſays, The Ad concerning the Admiſſion of Vindic. 
Biſbops into their Sees, ſets forth, that the Manner of 8 301. 
Ving Biſhops by 4 Congẽ d Eüire being but the Shadow af "if Fur. 


an Election, all Biſhops hereafter ſhall be appointed by ibe * 


King's Letters Patents, and ſhall continue ibe Exerciſe of 
ibeir Zuriſ/diftion durante beneplacito, or durante vita 
naturali, fi tam diu ſe. bene geſſerint. Tis a cran. 
< ſtrange Liberty (ſays our Author) that this Gen- NMem. 
<< tleman takes with the Laws of his Country; is?* * 
there a Word like this in the Statute, or in Biſhop, 
e BHBurnet's Abridgment? — ' The Caſe is this; 
Biſhop, Barnet ſays, The Way of chooſing Biſhops Hiſt. Ref. 
e by a Conge d' Elire being but the Shadow of an Vol. II. 
« Election, it was ordained, that for Time to comet #3* 
they ſhould be made by the King's Letters Patents.” 
Which Letters Patents had been granted hithertoonly «©? 
durante beneplacito, but by this Act the ſoftning Clauſe 
of quam diu ſe bene geſſerint was inſerted in the room of 
the former; which amounted to juſt nothing; for (ſays | 
Mr. Collyer) It is plain the Biſhops throughout theEccl. Hift, 
«whole Courſe of King Edward's Reign were upon Vol. II. 
ce their good Behaviour for their Office; they had <li | 
<« the expreſs Clauſe of quam diu ſe bene geſſerint-its N.. nan 
their Patents, and were not enabled to hold ther 
« during Life. When therefore Biſhop Burnet ſays, 
te the precarious Grant of durante beneplacito was on- 
« ]y to ſerve the Neceſſity of the Juncture, and that 
% it was afterwards altered; the beneplacitum being 
e omitted, and the Biſhops enabled to hold th ein 
% Sees during Life, *tis evident (ſays Mr, Collyer) | 
« both from the Body of his Hiſtory, and his Re- 
& cords, that Matters were not thus mended —? 
| Is not this ſomething like what Mr. N. had faid?:-:. 
Mr. N. adds in the ſame Page, One of the firſt Pa- Vindic. 
tents, with this Clauſe is that of Dr. Barlow. But P. 39k 
all the reſt of the 5 afterwards took out Leiters Pa- 
tents with the ſame Clauſe 3 whereas Biſhop Burnet," in 
the: Seventh (it ſhould be the Fourth) of the King's Reign. 
ahn, that. Ridley and Thirlby were made. Biſhops * 1 
© . 1 i t e 1 ' 


N 


AP RNFNBAR& 
Strype's the common Form, purine Live —— It appears by 
DO They Regiſter," that Ridley was tranſlared to the Bi- 
p. 216. ſhoprick of London by Letters Patents without a 
| Conge d \Eflire,, which Letters Patents, ſays Biſhop 
Vol, II. Burnet, began with mentioning the Vacancy of the 
p. 218. See by Death or Removal, upon which the King ap- 
Points ſuch an one Biſhop during his natural Lite, or 
80 LONG AS HE SHALL BEHAVE HIMSELF WELL, gl. 
Vving him Power to ordain and deprive Miniſters, &c. 
and to do all the Parts of the Epiſcopal Function in 
the King's Name and Authority, which Mr. N. con- 
Ceeives could not be according to the common Form, nor 
abſolutely during Life, and this continued throughout 
this whole Reign. ee e ee BER 
vindic. Mr. N. goes on, In this the Archbiſhop [Cranmer] 
p 301» © had a principal Hand, for it was his Judgment, that 
30%» «the Exerciſe of all Epiſcopal Furiſdiftion depended up- 
«6; on the Prince, and that as he gave it, be might re- 
46 firain it, or lake it away at his Pleaſure. This A 
_  ſertion (ſays our Critick) is ſupporied by no Quotation, 
and yet Mr. N. affirms in his Preface, he has cited his 
" _ Authorities in the Margin. Admirable Logick ! But 
Cran. the Gentleman ſhall now be gratified, “ It was his 
_ . [| Archbiſhop e. Judgment ( ſays Mr. 
. &« Strype) that the Exerciſe of all Epiſcopal Jur ſ- 
p. 5 diction depended upon the Prince, and that as he 
0e 8 it, ſo he might reſtrain it at his Pleaſure,” * 
Vindic. In the next Page Mr. NV. ſays, That by this Law 
p. 302. Canſes concerning Wills and Marriages were removed into 
| the Courts' of Weſtminſter Hall; whereas they were 10 
be tried ſtill in the ſame Court, but only in the King's 
Name. This I apprehend to be right, and have 
therefore placed it among the Corrections. 
Hiſt. Pur. Mr. N. bas miſtaken the Communion Offices publiſhed 
p. 53. 1548, 1349. No Miſtake of Mr, N's, but agreeable 
to Burnet*s Hiſtory of the Reformation, Vol. II. p. 63, 64. 
vindie. The worſt Part of the Account Mr. N. gives of the 
p. 304 Diſputes about the VesTMENTs, is the rude and uncha- 
my ritabis Cenſure be paſſes on thoſe Divines that were willing" 
56. 1 | to 
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ubies ¶ Somerſeiſbire J. And that this was the Caſe (ſays 
he): appears by Cranmer's objectipg the Danger of a 


Archbiſhop under a Præmunire. 


„AFA 73 
to make the Communion of the Church. as extenſive as they 
could. He deferibes them in this Manner; . ' Thoſe Di- 
e vines that had ſtayed in England, and "weathered ibe 


* Storm of King Plena Tyranny by a politick Cpl. 


ce ance, and Conccalment of their Opinions: For this Lan... 
e guage he quotes no Autbur. For what Language? 
However the Language is Mr. Fuller's, and jet this 5 
Writer mark it; The Founders of Conformity Ch. Hiſt. 
*« were ſuch as remained here all the Reign of King B. VIL 
HENRY VIII. and weathered: out! the Tempeſt of 402. 
„ his Tyranny at open Sea, partly by A yoLiTics 4b 
% CoupLIAN E, and partly by a cAurrous Con- :- 


| £6 CEALMENT QF THEMSELVES. . Theſe in the Days 35 3 


« of King Epwarp VI. were poſſeſſed of the beft 
referments in the Land, and retained many Cere- 
« monies; practiſed in the; Romiſb Church. > 
. Mr, N. ſays, The Oath Bifbop Hooper refuſed was Viadic.. 

the Oath of Supremacy ; but Mr. Fuller conceives it 1005. 305, 


be the Oath of Canonita! Obedience. This learned 5 1 


Gentleman might have known, that Mr. Fuller was p. 68. 


convinced of bis Miſtake. The Oath which Hooper Ecc, Hiſt, 
ſtuck at (ſays Mr. Collyer) was the Oath of Suprema- Vol. Il. 
cy, and not that of Canonical Obedience as is com- p. 30. 
monly ſuppoſed. Mr. Fuller had gone into the vu. 
gar Error, in his Church Hiſtory, but having con- 5 
ſidered better of it, he corrected it in his Book of Mur. 


Præmunire; for the bare diſpenſing with the Oath of 
Canonical Obedience had no ſuch Penalty annexed; hut 
if Hooper had been conſecrated without ſwearing the 
Supremacy, this Omiſſion might have brought the 
o 


Mr. N. adds, In which Time: tbe Matter as in fone Hiſt. Fun 
Sort compromiſed with Bp. Hooper. So ſays Dr. Heylin p. Jo 
expreſly, Hiſt. Preſbyt. p. 242. and Dr. Wells; And 
was it not a Compromiſe according to Biſhop Burnet, 
when he was to be diſpenſed with wearing the Habits, 
except when he preached brfore the K ing 9 _ 

athey 


LW YI 
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Cathedral, or in any publick Place, but was to be 
diſpenſed with on other Occaſjons. However, this 
was not the Caſe, according to Mr. Fox in his Mar- 

Pierces 4yrology, who ſays, He was conſtrained to ap- 

Vindic. 44 pear once in publick attired after the Manner of 

p. 30. tc other Biſhops, which unleſs he had ohe, ſome 

think there was a Contrivance' to take away his 

Life; for his Servant told me (ſays Mr. Fox) that 

„ the Duke of Suffolk ſent ſuch Word to Hooper, wh 

“ was not himſelf ignorant what was doing.“ 

Vindic. .. Mr. N. ſays, Moſt of. the reformed Clergy were with 

> £4 Hooper in this Controverſy. And ſo he ſays ſtil}; nor 
71. can all the Management of this Writer difprove it. 

r. 7 But *tis no leſs than ridiculous. to conclude; that be- 
cauſe Hooper conſented to wear the Habits on ſome 
Occaſions, therefore he was a Conformiſt in Oppoſi- 

| tion to a Puritan, or becauſe Coverdale, Taylor,” Phil- 

. . © pot, and Bradford died Members of the Church, and 
continued beneficed in it, therefore they approved of 
the Habits; for by the ſame Way of Reaſoning he 

ight prove at once there were no Puritans at all till 

the Separatig. ee 214) IG een 
Vindic. Our Author maintains, that he Habits put upon Cran- 
p: 307. mer, Ridley, Sc. at their Degradation, were ibe Popiſß 
Habits — not thoſe retained in the reformed Church of Eng- 

land, which were diſtinguiſhed from the otber; and that 

the Diſlike they expreſſed at their Degradation was to the 

Popifh Habits. This is remarkably curious! How then 

were the Proteſtant Habits diſtinguiſhed from the Po- 

piſo? Was the Proteſtant Cope or Albe of a diſtinct 
Faſhion ? or, Did the Surplice in King EDwaxr 1's. 

Reign differ from the Surplice in King Henry's? 

Vindic. Tes, ſays our Author, for the former were not conſecrated 

1. 90.  2oith Prayer, Crofſings, and Sprinkling with Holy Water, as 
the Popiſh Veftments were. *Twas the Surplice only that 
could in any Senſe be called Popisn — and even ibis bad 
not the Crucifix and Croſſes, which were embroidered on the 
Popiſh Garments. Were all the Surplices, Copes and 
Albes then, chroughout the Kingdom, embroidered 
| | | in 


oy 


* 


the an had been e off fr 
was degraded, they apparell'd him in all the Garments © 
every Fhing was in Canvas and old Clouis; but if he 


Op and old Ciouts had not been 


Was it an embroidered Surplice that Biſhop Ridley 15775 755 
ſed to put on, and which he inveighed eee! 


pal! habe ibe Mords 0 


0 er 


a - $6: declared” he ——_— be content to ſuffer ſoine 


1 anden f nine him!“ Ani in his Lever to a 


z 


in this manner in the Reign of King Hzuxv? Or; if N 
m a conſecrated 
Character have gone cr. Mem; 
ſays, when Archbiſhop ere _ 


"would" the indelible 
ied. Mr. Strype 


and Ornaments of an Archbiſhop only in Mockery; FA 


conſecrated and 
croſſed; might it not be thought he was degraded: of 
the Proteftant Garments rather than the Popiſh ? Hiſt. Pur. 


again at his Deg radation? Was it a Popiſh or 11 
Froteſtaht — that ah: taken off Fromm. Biſhop! %% 
Latimer at his Degradation? hen he ſaid; Naw 1 a mow 
mate no more Holy Water? Or, from Dr. Taylory when 
he faid, Not am rid of a Fool's: Coat? Theſe hnpor::; 47 
tant Queſtions muſt be reſolved, before our Author's: * 
Diſtinẽtion between Fran and Pepi Lament will! 
© be admitted. N 

Mr. N.-faysy Bucer gave bis Opinion 4 vin tho Habits, vindi 
40 IsvexTIONS or ANTICHRIST./— Now," as 8 Proof fi, Ir. 
1 Mr. N' Manner of writing (ſays he) the Reader p 1 p yy 

C Biſhop Burnet Does Mr. 

N. then quote Biſhop Burnet ? No, but he refers to 

Bucer a own Words, in his Letter to Hooper, as cited 

yer, <6 Another Argument why he [Bu- Ecel. Hiſt. | 


%, cer] would have the Habit for holy Miniſtration Vol. II. 

| &s alter d, is becauſe tis much the ſame with that P- 1 
. + uſed in the Church of Rome, which he Sen 8 
4 ſalutes by the Name of ANTICHRIST. — "at 

London Non-ſubſcribing Miniſters add; . that — | 
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.< great Pain in his own Body, upon obnditiot the 
4 conteſted Ceremonies might be taken away 
„ That no Man will earneſtly ſtrive to maintain 
them, but ſuch as are open Enemies to Chriſt, or 


Ftiend, 


$742 4 38 2; 


* Ab 
70 1.0 3 12 20H 8 ND Anand eich a 
Friend, rit Jas. ath.A 15g he Raentheſe Words, 
pes 4 Scilo bis nominenextcairrum dr putitate Mitnum ung 
Ann. V. II. oc i, amen nab nun pom, afcionocerv non defu- 


55% Sl. . mius-[eviptis coral N foreign Bi bine berr fur 


Vindieo-. Mr. M. ſays, LT. Arricles vrt digi into: Par- 


p. 325, at ſhops,” and certaitbotber learned Men : n 
Vindic. 5; Hhat Mr, Ni bunten canrerning the Artirdes belohged 


93 6 '# 


Vindica l e wagt left in Ih Preface t one of their Service 
P. Boots, haf theyb&d gone m for ui br yu in raforming 
Hilt. Pur. % CH eb, conſiurringl iba fi ime it bey Ive in,: and boped 
Ant 1% 95 theyThat rame after tbent ac, its they. NI Ao more. 
MM. V. has not had an Opportunity to examine this 
Quotation, nor doesche lay any Streſs apun it; but 

peirces ie tranſcribed it from Mr. Peirce's Hinditalion, P. 11. 
Vine, where it is to be found werbatim, with his Authority; 
r. And in Bennel's Memoriat of tbe Reformation, p. 50. 
Mr. Strype intimates, that a farther Reformation was 
iatended ( Mem. Cran. p. 299. ] And Biſhop Burnet 
adds, that << in many of the Letters tothe foreign 

e Divines cis! aſſerted, that both Cramner mud Ridley 
intended to procure an Act for aholiſning the Ha- 
bits!“ So that whether the Paſſaga be in the 
Book or no, the Fact is ſo notorious, that if King 

| | EDwaRD 
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EDpwarD had lived A a af Father Amend- © 8 


nenig in ihe Hixrarchy,of C ar, a 
2 EY 8 . AR I Hide : 
Mr;N«imredgces. Boggs. 41 727500 Ing. the Habits Joi. Foe. i 
be laid-afide in ne Lear 1553, when, be had told us heyy: # 0 bo 4 
weren alt aady laid ide inthe Year. $962: © Mr, N. rr Kea 
very well, that:-Bucer 5 25 e. e 5 
ving a Summary of the Changes i 5 
Reign, and therefore introduced ere 
great Confident and Counſellor. in hefe Ae 
though, Biſhop, Burnet ſays, the moſt 9 roi bins 
to which, Bitte excepted. were Cbfecded N 2 
yet they that, ill be at the Pains to read N 
Abſtract gf his Book, enriculed Of the ', ARE 
Chriſt; — Callyer's; Eccleſiaſtical 1 ; 979, Val Sid 8 290, 1. tt 170 9 
Sc. mult be of, another Mind. 1 
Mor. x aua 'Cranmer ſatisfied ak the Ling.” thoug wee. 
it had been tewice reformed, if we muy give er 15 b p. 371. 
learned Bullinger >... Thy ground. St ra. 51 * 
mgntions; wwithogy the leaſt Aopfarancg Part. ought. © 
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the Autber from bene he tagk it call il an improbab 
Report. But Mr., V. is nat. obligec to be. af po ei 
the Opinion of Mr. Strype; for Mr, Peirce, a Writer 


of no leſs Leazning, and Integrity, who had examine d 
into th is Affair, ſa ys, he could ae e to queſtion” 
the Truth of it, and the rather, berauſe it was ane of 
Cax's Side (ho was for the Service Bog 75 that 707. 
Ported itu pon his own Knowledge, and not upon t e Tego. 
ny of BULLINGER, as is plain to him who looks into —_ 
Rook. it ſelf; Peirce's, Viudic, p. 12, 13. See allo. _. 
Poubles of E,ankfort, p. 82. Mr, Bennet adds, Th bat Mem, .c 
Cranmer.,was;-not; the only Man, Nui fatebatur multap- 55: 
deracta opartere fuperflua,' 27 Ardentibus votis cupiebat 
ea rin. melins corretta, That confeſſed that here were, 
many ſuper fiuous. Things in the Boo that ought to be taken 
aut, and Ss 0 its Mgt Re Jome. Fariper, 
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Vindic. 
p. 312. 


Hiſt. Pur. 


p. 90. 


Strype” 8 


I 


X. APPENDIX. Grd as 


wo N. ſays, It is ſaid that ea Pale to fr > 
gentler Methods of tuftruftion and Perſuaſion wition” rs | 
"VERY, DOUBTFUL. \=—< Doubiful, with" whom © toys 
this Medien but ſuch at are unwilling to allow any 2 
Genter = an Adverſar). Men ſo different. as Mr. 
Co Iyer, Ra pin, Fuller, and" Bifhop "Burnet, ? ! agree hp Fs 
giving A 4 AZ Charaffet but the: Hiſtory of — 
Fe u, would not imitate ſucb an Exam plr, nor: fer 
the Cardinals known, M4, 10 paß, thongb no Anthority ' 18 
is quoted, nor any Neuen en. Vabappy" Mr. N. 
e can never pleafe this riter! One while he is 
chaftiſe for -commending : a Speech of a Popiſh Arch- 
biſhop Baby, a Man of good Temper, 180 in ſuch 


Ann. V. I. Eſtegm with Queen Ef iZ A BETA, that ſhe viſited 


Pe 143. 


Cran. 
Mem. 


p · 47. 


bim in his Retirement. Now he is fepreached in a 


the Memory of Cardinal Porx, though he had ad- 
mitted [g. 118.) be a Clergyman of 105 nuch Tem- 


very ungenerous Mariner, for being too ſevere u 


pr for ibe Times he lived in. But it ſeems, he hae 


oe ty admmiting it was hb it Dovbifult* 


Ons. our Critick) with one but ſuch as are unwilling to 
all any good Qualities i in an Adverſary. This it ſeems ' 
is the Hiſtorian's Character! But bse Mr. NV. 
cah't allow himſelf the Liberty of returning ſuch 
Language, he muſt beg leave to take ſome Com - 
pany, With him, and ſet before the Reader the 
Grounds of his Doubts, in the very Words of Mr. 
SIr pe 3 ; In theſe Inſtructions Kae he) (given to the 
. es 87), there are ſeveral Strictures that make it 
ippear, Porr was not ſo gentle towards the He- ; 


« Teticks as was enn; but rather the contrary. 


< and that he went hand in hand with the bloody Br 
« ſhops of theſe Days; for it is plain, that he py 
< the Biſhops' upon © proceeding witk them [the 
« Proteftants] according” to the ſanguinary Laws 
« lately revived, and put in full Force and Vir. 
eue. What an Invention was that of his, a kind 
oy of Inquiſition by him ſet op, wherein the "NY 
« 0 
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and ſo to fra 


by of all fach were r to 9 — . chat were not x" 

4 affected to Popery And indeed after Pole's craf. 
* and zealous Management of this r a 
with Rome} all that good Opinion that Men had 

efore of el vaniſhed, and boy found themſelves. _ 

» much miſtaken in 0 inſomuch that Peo 5 

fc ſpoke againſt him as bad as of the Pope him . 

* or the worſt of his Cardinals —— Indeed he h 

c frequent Conferences with the Proteſtants ant 

© Tuftification ' by Faith alone, &c. and would often 

« wiſh: the true Doctrine might prevail; but now 

ic the Maſk was taken off, and he ſhewed himſelt 

« hat he was. More of this Prelate S known M.. 

= U le Methods of Inſtrutrion, may be ſeen in 

was ife of Mbitgift, who ſays, He was wholly L. white 

aliankchd, and returned into England endued with ache. 6. 

% Nature forti and fierce, and was THE VERY Bur- 

4 EER AND SCQURGE OF THE ENGLISH CHurcn.” 

Mr. N. hopes this is ſufficient to juſtify his doubling of 

the Character of this politick Cardinal. 

Mr. N. ſays, Some of the Collect were a liule altered 3 Vindie. 
but this Writer ſays, there were none alter d; expreſ- 1 
ly contrary to Bi my Ane, Ha of the Kanns. 
tion, Vol. II. p. 30. 5139. 

Dr. Gueſt, Bikop \Rocheliarg writ. a gainſt the Vindic. 


Ceremonies 10 Secretary Cecil, for this Mr, Wo quotes, his 1 . 


MS. — but this Letter is 2 far from being againſt the . 
Liturg), that it was defignedly wrote in Vindication of it. 
I'beſeech the Reader to compare Mr. N's Abſtract, 
with this valuable Letter in S:rype's Annals, Vol. I. Spe- 
Appendix, p. 38. Which exactly correſponds with the Ann Bs 
Manuſeript; and if I am not miſinſorm d. was cop. * 
ied from it with his o⁹⁷iͥ hand. The Biſhop was N XIV. 
dy the Secretary to compare both King En- 
vanp's Communion- Books together, and amend and 
alter, add, and take away; cer; to his Judgment, 
a Book for the Uſe of the Church, 


» and conveyed ic ta the Secretary, 
with 


which he di 


— 


. 
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be 
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A i X. 9 
| 8 with the We 46 A Uma Alterati- 


ons! Tn this Eetter he anſwers among others! ce + 
following Queſtions" of * enSecretary. QL Ag: 29 
then Ceremonies ce Taken atoay;! 086; Ul Wed; i may he ft; 33 
fume#? . They ſhobld noh be taked again C atire- 
ſumedi the 
5 we 


fol 
Q. EJFPbeth2r1Þ6 Image of the Croſi mdy not be-retaingd 
Ain, in pieces a Cloth initlie 605 5 


'ufed; and this fur four Reaſons; Which 


wir eh Wäs ! painted the Image of Chfiſt, or (me. 
Saft, becaulſe'if was contrar y to the Scriptures; and 
_ cottg{elled the Biſfwps to command; that no Cletbs 
with mages ſhould be ſet up mmahe Church, calling 
it 4 Säperſticionn Q. IV.. e tx 
„ e en, Privts ſhould jet: ue M Cops Jeſiies a. 
Sören No, becauſe if uwe ſhopild : uſa anajq-— 
rhef Garment,” it Thould ſeem to teach that higher, 
an better 4 Hſnigs were given by it, than hengiven 
en 2 Sie antes 
ing the Word. . Q VIII. #Hetheri thei Prayer o Cann 
iht er in che nn. ul gf King EDWARU 


„d be nne? A. It is to be, diflikedss QX. 
01 Gülben be SA were da: be cyectived\ STANDING, | 1 


1 or KNEELIN G? A. It appears that in, the Primitive 
. Cobb Chris Body was received ſtanding x. hut 
though this was the old. Lage: of the Church, 
+2: h&appreberids*it ſhould be left indifferent ga- ever 
one's Choice to receive either ſtanding or kneeling.\ 
„ Itsis evident from hence, that, BAſhopg Gueſt was for 
further Amendments to both King ED WAR D Li-, 
A türgies. He was againſt the Uſe of the Cape, &c. 
And thoughtrone Garmentqfthe Surplicę] . fuffigient 
1X "fer" all- Cb reh Adthiniſtrations. He diſliked the. 
Croſs, and all Images in Churches, and was for | 


* * f 


ing the Poſture of the Commiunion indiffetent? Js, 
not this iiting againſt the Impoſition of theſe Cre: 
monies,” though it did not Pleaſe che Queen and 

e 919. 07.3% eee Dis ib od ee 
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33 
8 hot evil;of:themiglues,; buy » 
11 
v, And #te mentioned in tile Hiſtury e een ae 


les of Prayer Baptiſm, or Hear- 
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* rang goed: to Vin cated . 

| "BY Gonformity. e ny 10 13 will” hard] 
-ofollow, from hence, | bat be e of the Cetemo- 3 
Yeh: .aboye-mentione QWevers. it. ects, it was ö 
not Or. our Author, J, Purpoſe 10. Fake Notice! ice” of ] 


= "athl Letter „h hich. Mr. Fer 6. Tys. he trafſerjbed 

0 the Origins), :ebaugh 3 It, was. before him in the 

argin. * Nn oy 

Mr, N. l 

vt ber Church till 5 
"th Ped, to; 1277 

e eM. 1% 

i, Tby Me, 8 TRYPE. Fun 

N contradicting himf el Nei 


7: Humpbreysbadjio Preferment in vingy 
ler. cos ar Herve Tears. when be ſub-p. 324 
der ere g (lays our Author iſt.” Pur. 
FOES 11 £ fefually confuted**. ow 2 3 
p Wer for Mr, Str y s 1H 
he Campals of twen or 7 


_., (thirty: and] Tora in. the Flies cited by-our Author, 
RY deen with kay ing; ng» was tolerated for 
cken ore wines r:\the Tear 1365, , thar' 4s, till che 
; FAT 1576+ ole of. che lame Parygraph 
9; he adds, in „ 94205 9 [hs Year, 15 15 0 h, 17 

_ 8 ben Glen But th this was on 
; the entory, HI hich out hte 3 2 


-..; ſhould. I Ss A vantag e "Ola Let us hear 
fk 5 fore in o ebe In. is Annals of the 
gar 4376. . he writes us, + Now in the Year 1. 576. Strype's 
1 . which. Pay more. 1 ten Or twelve Years alter Ann V. II. 
ber had been Profeſſor of Divinity in Oxford); was P. 451. 
2 b e Humphreys advanced 770 the Deanry 
© 1 hi 5 Means of. the Lord Tiedbrer, 
agd u 5555 at length perſuaded to wear 
Fabits. 8 not this correſpond exactly 
3 3 Ang af Big Loſs of Preferment to this 
Lime was, owing. We is puriranical E rinciples, 18 evi- 
1757 to a Demenſtratzon, from the Teſtimony of 
nl 7 19h, 0. - Strype,, "whoſe Words are Srype's 
" uin the * fatter "End of the Lear 1576. he Ann. V. I. 
| 6s E * 


Lord Burleigh} did Humphreys the Honour to write 
to him, hinting that n1sNow-ConronMITyY $22M- | 
ED To. Uf THE CEF 1HPEDIMENT oF Hig Pas: 
„ FERMENT, #he Queen and fore other bondurable Per- 
., << ſons at Court, 'confiderinit him as forgetful of bis Duty in 
+ diſobeying ber Imunktum. How little Ground 
then had this Writer to appeal to Mr. Srx vr, and 
to remark in the ſame Breath, „“ the Reader muſt 
pay little regard to Mr. Nis Lamentations, or 10 bis 
e Mak ſcript, when be obſerves, that be complains, 
that this Gentleman, Dr. Humphreys, was denied 
% Preferment for bis puritanical Principles.” Is not 
this rather a Confirmation of the Manuſcript? -- 
vindie. , The Puritans eſteemed it a noble Victory, that-they 
r. 28, could preach by virtue of a Bull from AnTicuist'3 as 
Hit. Pur bey called the Pope. Tf Mr. N. was a Mifſionaty, and 
p. 220, could ſpread the Chriſtian Faith, by virtue of a Li- 
.., cence from the Pope, or the Grand Seignior, or the Em- 
pPeror of China ini their Dominions, he would not ſeru- 
ple to accept it, but be thankful to Divine Proviz 
dence that had open d ſuch a Door. Would the Prote- 
ſtants in Fance have ſhut up their Church Doors, if 
the Anti- Chriſtian Powers would have given them 
A Licence to keep them open? Nay, would they not 
have preached without any Licence at all, if they 
had not been dragoon'd out of the Country ? What 
a Proteſtant Divine is this! And at the fame Time 
how unhappy! Who, while he imagines himſel 
bantering the Puritans for-claiming Privilege from 
the Pope, did not know that this very Grant of Pope 
Alexander VI. was confirmed to the Univerſity by 
Letters Patents from Queen EL iz ABT EH her ſelf; : 
Copy of which he may ſee in the Appendix to Mr 


Strypes Life of Parker, p. 69.  _ 
____ The Authorities for the few E Articles c 
dur Author's Appendix, which relate to Facts, ma) 
de ſeen among the marginal Additions, and the Mi 

ſtakes among the Corrections; but it ine th 
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been taken by this Gentleman, to repreſent Mr. N. 

to the World, as an angry, moroſe and uncharitable 

Writer; a Man of narrow Principles, and in a-dan- 

| gerous Deſign: againſt che Peace of the Church and a 

= State; but ſuch ungenerous Reflections will return 

one Time or other with weight upon the Authbr. | 

2 Mr. N's Character is in no great danger of ſuffering : 

by them; and if after fo fevere'a Scrutiny, this is all 
that can he objected againſt the Hiſtory of the Puritans, 0 
it will certainly remain as a laſting Monument of the < 
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